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Rules and Regulations 


Title 5—ADMINISTRATIVE 
PERSONNEL 

Chapter I—Civil Service 
Commission 

PART 213—EXCEPTED SERVICE 

Department of Health, Education, 
and Welfare 

Section 213.3316 is amended to show 
that the position of Deputy Assistant 
Secretary for Education (Special Educa¬ 
tion Services) is excepted under Sched¬ 
ule C. Effective on publication in the 
Federal Register, subparagraph (87 is 
added to paragraph (j) of 8 213.3316 as 
set out below. 

§ 213.3316 Department of Health, Edu¬ 
cation, and Welfare. 

• • • • • 

(j) Office of the Assistant Secretary 
for Education. • • • 

(8) Deputy Assistant Secretary (Spe¬ 
cial Education Services). 

• • • * # 

(R.S. 1753. sec. 2, 22 Stat. 403, as amended: 

5 U.S.C. 631. 633: EO. 10577. 19 PR. 7521. 3 
CFR, 1954-1958 Comp., p. 218) 

United States Civil Serv¬ 
ice Commission, 

[seal] Mary V. Wenzel, 

Executive Assistant to 
the Commissioners. 

[FR. Doc. 66-3615; Piled. Apr. 4, 1966: 
8:47 a.m.l 


PART 213—EXCEPTED SERVICE 

Office of Economic Opportunity 

Section 213.3373 is amended to show 
that the positions of Assistant Director 
f r Civil Rights and Deputy Assistant Di¬ 
rector for Congressional Relations are 
excepted under Schedule C. Effective 
or publication in the Federal Register, 
subparagraphs (13) and (14) are added 
to paragraph (a) of § 213.3373 as set out 
below. 

§ 213.3373 Office of Economic Oppor¬ 
tunity. 

(a) Office of the Director. • • • 

(13) Assistant Director for Civil 

Rights. 

(14) Deputy Assistant Director for 
Congressional Relations. 

• • • • • 

(R.S. 1753, sec. 2. 22 Stat. 403, as amended; 5 
VS.C. 631. 633; E.O. 10577.19 PR. 7521, 3 CFR. 
1954-1958 Comp., p. 218) 

United States Civil Serv¬ 
ice Commission, 
l seal! Mary V. Wenzel, 

Executive Assistant to 
the Commissioners . 

[PR. Doc. 66-3614; Piled, Apr. 4, 1966; 
8:47 a.ra.] 


Title 7—AGRICULTURE 

Chapter X—Consumer and Market¬ 
ing Service (Marketing Agreements 
and Orders; Milk), Department of 
Agriculture 

MILK IN CERTAIN DESIGNATED 
MARKETING AREAS 

Order Terminating Suspension of 
Certain Provisions of the Orders 

In the matter of: 

7 CFR Parts and Marketing Areas 

1030 Chicago, HI. 

1039 Milwaukee, Wls. 

1051 Madison, Wls. 

1038 Rock River Valley. 

1063 . Quad Clties-Dubuque. 

1070 Cedar Raplds-Iowa City. 

1078 North Central Iowa. 

1079 Dea Moines, Iowa. 

1062 St. Louis, Mo. 

1032 Suburban St. Louis. 

1031 Northwestern Indiana. 

1064 Greater Kansas City. 

1071 Neosho Valley. 

1099 Paducah. Ky. 

1098 Nashville, Tenn. 

1097 Memphis, Tenn. 

1108 Central Arkansas. 

1106 Oklahoma Metropolitan. 

1132 Texas Panhandle 
1120 North Texas. 

1102 Port Smith, Ark. 

1044 Michigan Upper Peninsula. 

1103 Mississippi. 

1094 New Orleans. 

1036 Northeastern Ohio. 

1045 Northeastern Wisconsin. 

1041 Northwestern Ohio. 

1138 Rio Grande Valley. 

1043 Upstate Michigan. 

1003 Washington. D.C. 

1016 Upper Chesapeake Bay. 

1002 New York-New Jersey. 

1004 Delaware Valley. 

1001 Massachusetts-Rhode Island. 

1015 Connecticut. 

1011 Appalachian. 

Pursuant to the provisions of the Ag¬ 
ricultural Marketing Agreement Act of 
1937, as amended (7 U.S.C. 601 et seq.) 
and of the orders regulating the han¬ 
dling of milk In the above designated 
marketing areas, it is hereby found and 
determined that: 

(a) Suspension action to forestall part 
or all of the seasonal price declines in 45 
markets was taken, effective March 2, 
1966, by order of the Assistant Secretary 
of Agriculture (issued March 1. 1966, 31 
F.R. 3383), pending review of individual 
market supply and demand situations 
in public hearings on representations of 
present or potential milk shortages. For 
most markets. Class I prices currently 
provided by such orders were maintained 
at about their January 1966 levels. 

The continued suspension of such pro¬ 
visions no longer tend to effectuate the 
declared policy of the Act with respect to 
all such orders. 


(b) Notice of proposed rule making, 
public procedure thereon and 30 days’ 
notice of effective date hereof are im¬ 
practical, unnecessary, and contrary to 
the public interest in that: 

(1) This order terminating suspension 
of certain provisions of orders is neces¬ 
sary to reflect current marketing con¬ 
ditions and to maintain orderly mar¬ 
keting conditions in the designated mar¬ 
keting areas. 

(2) Three regional hearings covering 
all 74 Federal order markets have been 
held for the purpose of receiving evi¬ 
dence with respect to: (a) The economic 
and emergency marketing conditions 
which relate to the appropriate levels 
of Class I prices to be established for the 
next several months under each of the 
orders; and (b) whether the due and 
timely execution of the functions of the 
Secretary imperatively and unavoidably 
requires the omission of a recommended 
decision in connection with any emer¬ 
gency amendatory action that may be 
required with respect to any of the 74 
orders. 

Such hearings, at which evidence on 
such issues was received, were held at St. 
Louis, Mo., on March 9-10, 1966, with 
respect to the St. Louis market and 34 
other order markets: at Denver, Colo., 
on March 10, 1966, with respect to the 
Nebraska-Western Iowa marketing area 
and twelve other order markets; and at 
Washington, D.C., March 10-12, 1966, 
with respect to the Massachusetts-Rhode 
Island marketing area and 25 other order 
markets. 

(3) In three separate decisions, being 
issued concurrently with this termina¬ 
tion of suspension, based upon the three 
aforesaid regional hearings, certain 
amendments to orders (with the excep¬ 
tion of the order for the Delaware Valley 
marketing area) have been determined 
to be the appropriate means of establish¬ 
ing proper price levels in specified 
markets under the statutory standards 
following the termination of the suspen¬ 
sion order as provided herein below. In 
the case of the order for the Delaware 
Valley marketing area certain price pro¬ 
visions are suspended by separate order 
so as to achieve, as nearly as practicable, 
a price change equivalent to that estab¬ 
lished by the decisions affecting other 
orders. 

It is therefore ordered, That the afore¬ 
said order suspending provisions of 
specified orders made effective March 2, 
1966, is terminated effective at 12:01 a m. 
April 10, 1966. 

(Sees. 1-19, 48 Stat. 31, as amended 7 U.S.C. 
601-674) 

Signed at Washington, D.C., on March 
31, 1966. 

George L. Mehren, 
Assistant Secretary. 

[P.R. Doc. 66-3630; Piled, Apr. 4. 1966; 

8:48 am.] 
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RULES AND REGULATIONS 


[Milk Order 4] 

PART 1004—MILK IN THE DELA¬ 
WARE VALLEY MARKETING AREA 

Order Suspending Certain Provisions 

Pursuant to the provisions of the 
Agricultural Marketing Agreement Act 
of 1937, as amended (7 U.S.C. 601 et seq.), 
and of the order regulating the handling 
of milk in the Delaware Valley market¬ 
ing area (7 CFR Part 1004), it is hereby 
found and determined that: 

(a) The following provisions of the 
order no longer tend to effectuate the 
declared policy of the Act for the period 
from the effective date hereof through 
June 30,1966: 

In paragraph (a) of § 1004.50, the pro¬ 
visions set forth in subparagraph (3), 
(4). and (5). and in the Class I price 
schedule under subparagraph (2), all the 
price figures in the column headed “2d 
quarter" except the figure “$5.80”. 

<b> 30 days notice of the effective 
date hereof is impractical, unnecessary, 
and contrary to the public interest in 
that: 

(1) This suspension order does not 
require of persons affected substantial 
or extensive preparation prior to the 
effective date. 

(2) This suspension order is necessary 
to reflect current marketing conditions 
and to maintain orderly marketing con¬ 
ditions in the marketing area. 

(3) A public hearing was held at 
Washington, D.C., on March 10-12, 1966, 
at which the price levels of the Delaware 
Valley and 25 other Federal order mar¬ 
kets were reviewed in response to repre¬ 
sentations of milk shortages or potential 
milk shortages in Federal order markets, 
and also to determine whether emer¬ 
gency price action is required under 
existing marketing conditions. 

Action to increase price levels under 
the Federal orders considered at the 
hearing above the levels achieved by 
normal operation of their price formulas 
by 22 cents per hundredweight is being 
taken by emergency amendment proced¬ 
ure in the other markets. Because of 
the particular characteristics of the 
formula in the Delaware Valley market, 
it is appropriate to suspend a portion of 
the pricing formula to achieve a Class I 
price level of $5.80 and thereby provide, 
as nearly as practicable, a price increase 
of substantially similar amount. 

It is therefore ordered , That the afore¬ 
said provisions of the order are hereby 
suspended for the period beginning with 
the effective date of this order through 
June 30,1966. 

(Secs. 1-19, 48 Stat. 31, as amended; 7 U.S.C. 
601-674) 

Effective date: 12:01 a.m., April 10, 
1966. 

Signed at Washington, D.C., on March 
31,1966. 

George L. Mehren, 
Assistant Secretary. 

[F.R. Doc. 66-3631; Filed, Apr. 4, 1966; 
8:48 ajn.J 


Chapter XIV—Commodity Credit Cor¬ 
poration, Department of Agriculture 

SUBCHAPTER B—LOANS, PURCHASES, AND 
OTHER OPERATIONS 

PART 1479—CERTIFICATES OF IN¬ 
TEREST IN POOLS OF COMMODITY 
CREDIT CORPORATION PRICE SUP¬ 
PORT LOANS 

Subpart—Special Series Certificates of 
Interest 

The regulations contained in this sub¬ 
part set forth the terms and conditions 
under which Certificates of Interest may 
be sold to permit participation with the 
Federal Government in financing special 
l.ools of loans made to producers of 
agricultural commodities under price 
support programs of Commodity Credit 
Corporation. 

See 

1479.1 Definitions. 

1479.2 Special pools of price support loans. 

1479.3 Special Series Certificates of Interest. 

1479.4 Issue date and maturity date of 

Certificates. 

1479.5 Issue and redemption of Certificates. 

Authority : The provisions of this subpart 
issued under sections 4 and 5. 62 Stat. 1070- 
1972, as amended; 15 U.S.C. 714b, 714c. 

§ 1479.1 Definitions. 

As used in this subpart, the following 
terms shall have the following meanings: 

(a) “CCC” shall mean the Commodity 
Credit Corporation, an agency of the 
United States within the U.S. Depart¬ 
ment of Agriculture. 

<b> “Price support loans” shall mean 
loans made to producers of agricultural 
commodities, and to cooperative associ¬ 
ations of producer-members, under the 
price support programs of CCC. 

(c) “Certificate” shall mean a Special 
Series Certificate of Interest issued by 
CCC under this subpart. 

§ 1479.2 Special pools of price support 
loans. 

(a) Establishment of special pools. 
From time to time CCC will place in spe¬ 
cial pools unmatured price support loans 
evidenced by notes or other instruments. 
Loans may be placed into or removed 
from a special pool, but there will always 
be retained in such pool loans on which 
the unpaid amount is at least equal to 
the face value of outstanding unmatured 
Certificates evidencing participation in 
such special pool as provided in para¬ 
graph (b) of this section. 

(b) Participation in special pools. To 
permit interested persons to participate 
in the financing of loans comprising a 
special pool established under paragraph 
(a) of this section, CCC will sell Certifi¬ 
cates which will evidence ownership of 
an interest in the special pool to the ex¬ 
tent of the face value of such Certificates. 
CCC will own an interest in a special pool 
equal to the amount by which the unpaid 
principal amount of loans comprising 
the pool exceeds the face value of all out¬ 
standing Certificates evidencing partici¬ 
pation in such pool. 


§ 1479.3 Special Series Certificates of 
Interest. 

(a) Sale of Certificates. Certificates 
will be offered for sale from time to time 
by CCC. Such sales will be made on a 
discount basis to anyone not prohibited 
by law or otherwise from acquiring such 
Certificates, subject to the terms and 
conditions set forth in the invitation for 
bids or other announcement of sale. 

(b) Form of Certificates. The Cer¬ 
tificates will be noninterest bearing and 
will be negotiable and payable to the 
bearer thereof. The Certificates will be 
issued in denominations of $5,000. 
$10,000, $100,000, and $1,000,000, unless 
otherwise specified in the invitation for 
bids or other announcement of sale. 

§ 1479.4 Issue date and maturity date 
of Certificate#. 

The Certificates will be issued on such 
dates and will mature on such dates as 
are specified in the invitation for bids or 
other announcement of sale. Such dates 
will appear on the face of the Certifi¬ 
cates. 


§ 1479.5 Issue and redemption of Cer¬ 
tificates. 


Certificates will be issued by CCC 
through a Federal Reserve Bank. CCC 
will pay the face value of all outstanding 
Certificates upon presentation by the 
bearer on or after maturity. Such pres¬ 
entation shall be made to any Federal 
Reserve Bank, which will make such pay¬ 
ment as fiscal agent for CCC. 


Effective date: Upon publication in the 
Federal Register. 


Signed at Washington, D.C., on April 1, 


1966. 


H. D. Godfrey, 
Executive Vice President, 
Commodity Credit Corporation. 


[F.R. Doc. 66-3679; Filed, Apr. 4. 1966; 
8:48 a.m.] 


Title 14—AERONAUTICS AND 
SPACE 


Chapter II—Civil Aeronautics Board 
SUBCHAPTER A—ECONOMIC REGULATIONS 

[Reg. ER-457J 

PART 214—TERMS, CONDITIONS, 
AND LIMITATIONS OF FOREIGN 
AIR CARRIER PERMITS AUTHORIZ¬ 
ING CHARTER TRANSPORTATION 
ONLY 

Adopted by the Civil Aeronautics 
Board at its office in Washington, D.C., 
on the 29th day of March 1966. 

In EDR^84, June 18,1965. 30 F.R. 8062, 
the Board proposed to issue a new Part 
214 governing passenger charters by for¬ 
eign air carriers authorized to engage in 
charter transportation only (hereinafter 
foreign charter carriers). The proposed 
Part 214 was based on Part 295 which 
governs transatlantic passenger charters 
by U.S. supplemental air carriers and 
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which has also governed the foreign 
charter carriers, pending adoption of a 
separate regulation. 1 

In response to EDR-84, comments have 
been filed by the five foreign charter 
carriers 2 and by two U.S. supplemental 
carriers.* These comments object to a 
number of the provisions in the pro¬ 
posed Part 214 and advance a number of 
counterproposals. After consideration 
of these comments and of other relevant 
matter, we have determined to modify 
the proposed Part 214 in several respects. 
In view of a recent reduction in the 
period during which United States 
route and supplemental carriers are re¬ 
quired to retain tariffs, we have made 
the same reduction in the foreign 
charter carriers* tariff retention period. 
Also, we have deleted the proposed re¬ 
quirement that copies of various docu¬ 
ments pertaining to charter flights be 
retained within the United States. 
Finally, the tariff retention requirement 
and the requirement that the foreign 
charter carriers maintain a record of 
free transportation have been shifted 
from other parts in the Board’s regula¬ 
tions to new Part 214. 

Apart from these changes we have 
adopted Part 214 as originally proposed. 4 * * 

1. Record retention and reporting. 
Pursuant to Parts 249 and 221 of the 
Board’s Economic Regulations, foreign 
air carriers, including foreign charter 
carriers, are required to maintain perma¬ 
nently at their principal or general of¬ 
fices a complete file of all tariffs issued 
by them and their agents and all tariffs 
issued by other carriers in which they 
concur. 8 * * * * * Until recently U.S. supple¬ 
mental and route carriers have been 
subject to the same requirements. How¬ 
ever, the retention period for U.S. sup¬ 
plemental and route carriers has been 
reduced from “permanently” to 3 years 
after expiration or cancellation of a 
tariff. 0 it now appears appropriate to 
make the same reduction in the retention 
period of the foreign air carriers, and 
the instant rule will effectuate this re¬ 
duction for the foreign charter carriers. 7 

In regard to the retention require¬ 
ments which were proposed in EDRr-84, 
Caledonian and Sudflug object to being 
required to retain at a place within the 
United States copies of various docu¬ 
ments pertaining to charter flights. 


1 EDR-84 contains a full discussion of the 
extent to which the proposed Part 214 modi¬ 
fied the provisions of Part 295. 

2 Caledonian Airways (Prestwick), Ltd. 
(Caledonian); British Eagle International 
Airlines Ltd. (British Eagle); KAR-AIR oy; 
Sudflug, Suddeutsche Fluggesellschaft mbH 
(Sudflug); Adrla Airways (Adrla). 

3 Saturn Airways, Inc. (Saturn); Trans In¬ 
ternational Airlines, Inc. (TIA). 

1 EDR-84. 30 P.R. 8062. 

8 Sections 249.12, 221.170. 

8 EHr-140, July 27. 1965. 

7 Additionally, we are shifting this record- 

retention requirement and the retention re¬ 

quirement for records of free transportation 

»rom other parts of our regulations to the 

new Part 214. The necessary modifications 

jn Parts 221, 223. and 249 are being made in 
ERr-459, and ER-460. 

The retention period for other foreign ear¬ 

ners is being reduced in ER--460. 
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They contend that requiring that such 
records be kept at a U.S. situs would 
impose a substantial burden on them and 
subject them to considerable expense. 
We find merit in this objection and the 
final rule has been modified accordingly. 
(See § 214.6. infra.) 

In the EDR-84 proposal to shift the 
requirements governing foreign charter 
carriers from Part 295 to a new Part 214, 
the Board proposed to eliminate the pro¬ 
visions requiring completion and reten¬ 
tion of a Statement of Supporting In¬ 
formation.* Certain UJ3. supplemental 
object to the deletion of this require¬ 
ment, especially if they are not relieved 
from a similar requirement in Part 295. 
We continue to believe that the report¬ 
ing and record-retention requirements 
of Part 295 are appropriately imposed 
upon the U.S. flag earners. However, we 
find that it is in the public interest to 
minimize, so far as possible, the report¬ 
ing and record retention requirements 
imposed on foreign air carriers, having in 
mind the desirability of achieving maxi¬ 
mum reciprocal freedom for the U.S.- 
flag carriers hi their conduct of charter 
operations in foreign air transportation. 
We are also eliminating the provision 
with respect to a post flight report con¬ 
tained in the notice. 

Saturn has asked us to state that the 
annual reports to be filed by the foreign 
charter carriers (§214.5) will be open 
for public inspection. We consider these 
reports to be “public records,” as the 
term is used in Public Notice 15, 26 F.R. 
7231. and the annual reports will be 
available for public inspection. 

2. “Split charter ” provisions. Cale¬ 
donian objects to the provisions in Part 
214 which indicate that Caledonian, 
British Eagle and KAR-AIR oy do not 
hold authority to operate split charters. 
Caledonian does not disagree with the 
statement in EDRr-84 that its permit as 
originally issued did not authorize split 
charters. However, Caledonian notes 
that its permit is subject to Part 295 and 
that after its permit was issued Part 295 
was amended in the Transatlantic Char¬ 
ter Investigation (involving applications 
by U.S. carriers for transatlantic pas¬ 
senger charter authority) to include pro¬ 
visions on split charters.* Caledonian 
contends that these amendments gave it 
split charter authority. 

We cannot agree with this analysis. 
Authority to operate split charters is 
basic operating authority which can only 
be conferred by a permit amendment is¬ 
sued after adjudicatory proceedings and 
approval by the President/ 0 Caledonian 


8 Part 295, which has governed the foreign 
charter carriers pending adoption of a new 
regulation, requires that prior to a charter 
flight a statement of supporting Informa¬ 
tion be completed by the carrier, its charterer 
and any participating travel agent. The 
statement is not submitted to the Board but 
is retained by the carrier for 2 years after 
the charter flight. See § 249.8 of the eco¬ 
nomic regulations. 

•See Orders E-20530-20531, served Mar. 3, 
1964. 

10 See secs. 402 and 801 of the Federal Avia¬ 
tion Act of 1958 and American Airlines, Inc., 
v. C.A.B., 348 F. 2d 349 (1965) at n. 1. 
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does not contend—and we see no basis 
for contending—that it was afforded the 
procedures required for permit amend- 
ment. n Accordingly, Caledonian could 
not have received split charter authority 
by means of the Transatlantic Charter 
Investigation/* 

3. Other proposals. Caledonian and 
Sudflug ask that Part 214 be amended 
to permit them to utilize space not needed 
by a charter for the purpose of furnish¬ 
ing free transportation to employees of 
other carriers. Under the proposed Part 
214, space not required by the charterer 
can be utilized only for transportation 
of the carrier’s own personnel/ 3 In sup¬ 
port of their proposal Caledonian and 
Sudflug allege that in order to position 
their crews they are required to obtain 
free transportation from other carriers. 
They desire to be able to reciprocate by 
granting similar benefits to carriers. 

As a general rule we have not granted 
the foreign charter carriers greater op¬ 
erating authority than that prossessed by 
the U.S. transatlantic supplemental car¬ 
riers and the transatlantic supplementals 
have no authority to provide free trans¬ 
portation to employees of other carriers 
on charter flights. For this reason, we 
shall not grant such authority to the 
foreign charter carriers in this proceed¬ 
ing. However, we believe there is merit 
in the request and we are therefore, con¬ 
currently with the promulgation of this 
final rule, instituting a rule making pro¬ 
ceeding 14 in which we propose to amend 
Parts 214 and 295 to permit foreign 
charter carriers and certificated U.S.- 
flag supplemental air carriers, respec¬ 
tively, to utilize unused space in chart- 


u Indeed, Caledonian has previously as¬ 
serted that in the Transatlantic Charter In¬ 
vestigation, it was not even afforded the no¬ 
tice and opportunity for comment to which 
it is entitled before the Board amends reg¬ 
ulations which do not affect a carrier’s basic 
operating authority. Thus, in a Statement 
filed in the Transatlantic Charter Investi¬ 
gation (after pt. 295 had been amended 
therein) Caledonian stated; 

“Caledonian is not a party to the (Trans¬ 
atlantic Charter Investigation] whose scope 
was defined as embracing certificate awards 
to U.S.-flag carriers. Moreover, Caledonian’s 
foreign air carrier permit did not issue until 
after the conclusion of the hearing in this 
proceeding. Caledonian has not been af¬ 
forded any opportunity to comment on the 
substance of the revised pt. 295 * • V As 
|Caledonian | has not had the opportunity to 
participate in either the rule making or adju¬ 
dicatory aspects of the instant proceeding 
and has not been afforded the opportunity to 
comment as provided by sec. 4(b) of the Ad¬ 
ministrative Procedure Act, Caledonian be¬ 
lieves it is entitled to seek appropriate relief 
either by seeking waivers pursuant to § 295.3 
of the regulations, by filing a petition for the 
amendment or repeal of certain provisions of 
the revised pt. 295 as provided by sec. 4(d) 
of the Administrative Procedure Act, or by 
taking other comparable action.” 

“For similar reasons we are unable to 
grant the request of British Eagle that we 
construe its permit as authorizing split 
charters. British Eagle's permit as originally 
issued did not authorize split charters and 
there is no basis for holding that British 
Eagle subsequently obtained this axithority. 

“See the second proviso to $ 214.2(b). 

14 Notice of proposed rule making (EDR- 
99), dated Mar. 29, 1966. 
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ered aircraft for the free transportation 
of personnel of other carriers. 

Sudflug requests that the time for fil¬ 
ing requests for waiver (§ 214.3) be re¬ 
duced from the proposed 30 days before 
a flight to 15 days before the flight. 
Under Part 295 the transatlantic sup¬ 
plemental are required to file a request 
for waiver no later than 30 days before a 
flight. 1 * As stated above, we have not 
generally granted the foreign charter 
carriers greater operating authority than 
that possessed by the U.S. transatlantic 
supplemental carriers. Nor are we aware 
of any circumstances warranting a lib¬ 
eralization of this requirement for the 
foreign charter carriers. In our Judg¬ 
ment, a 15 day period does not provide 
sufficient time for the Board to consider 
requests for waivers. 

Accordingly, in consideration of the 
foregoing, the Board hereby adopts a 
new Part 214 of its Economic Regula¬ 
tions (14 CFR Part 214), effective May 2. 
1966, to read as follows: 

214.1 Applicability. 

214.2 Definitions. 

214.3 Waiver. 

214.4 Separability, 

214.5 Reporting. 

214.6 Record retention. 

Subpart A—Provisions Relating to Pro Rata 
Charters 

214.10 Applicability of this subpart. 

Requirements Relating to Foreign Air 
Carriers 

214.11 Solicitation and formation of a 

chartering group. 

214.12 Pre-trip notification. 

214.13 Tariffs to be on file. 

214.14 Terms of service. • 

214.15 Agent's commission. 

214.16 Prohibition against payments or 

gratuities. 

Requirements Relating to Travel Agents 

214.20 Prohibition against double compen¬ 

sation. 

214.21 Prohibition against payments or 

gratuities. 

Requirements Relating to the Chartering 
Organization 

214.30 Solicitation of charter participants. 

214.31 Passengers on charter flights. 

214.32 Participation of immediate families 

In charter flights. 

214.33 Charter costs. 

214.34 Statements of charges. 

214.35 Passenger manifests. 

Subpart B—Provisions Relating to Single 
Entity Charters 

214.39 Applicability of subpart. 

214.40 Tariffs to be on file. 

214.41 Terms of service. 

214.42 Commissions paid to travel agents. 

Subpart C—Provisions Relating to Mixed 
Charters 

214.50 Applicable rules. 

Subpart D—Procedure for Advisory Opinion on 
the Eligibility of a Charterer 

214.60 Advisory opinion. 

»On occasion the Board has accepted re¬ 
quests for waiver filed less than 30 days be¬ 
fore a flight. For the most part these were 
emergency situations In which the circum¬ 
stances warranting a waiver did not exist 30 
days before the flight. 
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Authority: The provisions of this Part 214 
Issued under secs. 204(a) and 402, Federal 
Aviation Act of 1958, 72 Stat. 743; 49 UB.C. 
1324; 72 Stat. 757; 49 UJ3.C. 1372. 

§ 214.1 Applicability. 

This part establishes the terms, condi¬ 
tions, and limitations applicable to 
charter foreign air transportation of 
persons pursuant to foreign air carrier 
permits authorizing the holder to engage 
in charter transportation only. 

§ 211.2 Definitions. 

(a) ‘‘Charter foreign air transporta¬ 
tion of persons’* means charter flights in 
air transportation performed pursuant 
to a permit which is issued under section 
402 of the Act (other than permit ex¬ 
pressly made subject to Part 212 of this 
chapter) and which authorizes the 
holder to engage in charter transporta¬ 
tion only. 

(b) “Charter flight” means air trans¬ 
portation performed by a direct foreign 
air carrier on a time, mileage, or trip 
basis where 

(1) The entire capacity of one or more 
aircraft has been engaged for the move¬ 
ment of persons and their personal 
baggage 

(1) By a person for his own use (in¬ 
cluding a direct air carrier when such 
aircraft is engaged solely for the trans¬ 
portation of company personnel or com¬ 
mercial passenger traffic in cases of 
emergency); or 

(ii) By a representative (or represen¬ 
tatives acting jointly) of a group for the 
use of such group (provided no such rep¬ 
resentative is professionally engaged in 
the formation of groups for transporta¬ 
tion or in the solicitation or sale of 
transportation services); or 

(2) One-half the capacity of an air¬ 
craft has been engaged by a person for 
his own use or by a representative or 
representatives of a group for the use 
of such group and the remaining half of 
the capacity of such aircraft has been 
engaged by another person for his own 
use or by a representative or representa¬ 
tives of a second group (provided no such 
representative is professionally engaged 
in the formation of groups for trans¬ 
portation or in the solicitation or sale 
of transportation services): 

Provided , That the definition of “charter 
flight” in subparagraph (2) of this para¬ 
graph shall not apply with respect to 
any foreign air carrier to the extent that 
its permit authorizes it to engage in 
“planeload” charter foreign air trans¬ 
portation of persons; 

Provided further , That with the consent 
of the charterer, the direct foreign air 
carrier may utilize any unused space for 
the transportation of the carrier’s own 
personnel and property. 

(c) “Pro rata charter” means a char¬ 
ter the cost of which is divided among 
the passengers transported. 

(d) “Single entity charter” means a 
charter the cost of which is borne by the 
charterer and not by individual passen¬ 
gers. directly or indirectly. 

(e) “Mixed charter” means a charter 
the cost of w ? hich is borne, or pursuant 
to contract may be borne, partly by the 


charter participants and partly by the 
charterer. 

(f) “Person” means any individual, 
firm, association, partnership, or cor¬ 
poration. 

(g) “Travel agent” means any person 
engaged in the formation of groups for 
transportation, or in the solicitation or 
sale of transportation services. 

(h) “Charter group” means that body 
of individuals who shall actually partic¬ 
ipate in the charter flight. 

(i) “Charter organization” means 
that organization, group, or other en¬ 
tity from whose members (and their 
immediate families) a charter group is 
derived. 

(j) “Immediate family” means only 
the following persons who are living in 
the household of a member of a charter 
organization, namely, the spouse, de¬ 
pendent children, and parents, of such 
member. 

(k) “Bona fide members” means those 
members of a charter organization who 
have not joined the organization merely 
to participate in the charter as the re¬ 
sult of solicitation directed to the gen¬ 
eral public. Presumptively persons are 
not bona fide members of a charter or¬ 
ganization unless they are members at 
the time the organization first gives no¬ 
tice to its members of firm charter plans 
and unless they have actually been mem¬ 
bers for a minimum period of 6 months 
prior to the starting flight date. This 
presumption will not be applicable in 
the case of charters composed of (1) 
students and educational staff of a single 
school, and immediate families thereof, 
(2) employees of a single Government 
agency, industrial plant, or mercantile 
establishment, and immediate families 
thereof, or (3) participants in a formal 
academic study course abroad. 1 In the 
case of all other charters, rebuttal to this 
presumption may be offered for the 
Board’s consideration by request for 
waiver. 

(l) “Solicitation of the general public” 
means: 

(1) A solicitation going beyond the 
bona fide members of an organization 
(and their immediate families). This 
includes air transportation services of¬ 
fered by a foreign air carrier under cir¬ 
cumstances in which the services are 
advertised in mass media, whether or 
not the advertisement is addressed to 
members of a specific organization, and 
regardless of who places or pays for the 
advertising. Mass media shall be 
deemed to include radio and television, 
and newspapers and magazines. Ad¬ 
vertising in such media as newsletters 
or periodicals of membership organiza¬ 
tions, industrial plant newsletters, col¬ 
lege radio stations and college news¬ 
papers shall not be considered advertis¬ 
ing in mass media to the extent that— 


1 The Board recently amended the provi¬ 
sions of Part 295 with respect to “study group 
charters” (ER-450, 31 F.R. 557). but post¬ 
poned the effective date of the amendment 
pending disposition of the petitions for re¬ 
consideration thereof (ER-452, 31 F.R. 2681). 
If the Board subsequently makes effective the 
study group charter amendment to Part 295, 
appropriate changes will be made In Part 214. 
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(1) The advertising is placed in a 
medium of communication circulated 
mainly to members of an organization 
that would be eligible to obtain charter 
service, and 

. ii> The advertising states that the 
charter is open only to members of the 
i anization referred to in subdivision 
a) of this subparagraph, or only to mem¬ 
bers of a subgroup thereof. In this con¬ 
text, a subgroup shall be any group with 
membership drawn primarily from mem¬ 
bers of the organization referred to in 
subdivision <i) of this subparagraph: 

Provided , That this paragraph shall not 
be construed as prohibiting air carrier 
advertising which offers charter services 
to bona fide organizations, without refer¬ 
ence to a particular organization or 
flight. 

(2) The solicitation, without limita¬ 
tion, of the members of an organization 
so constituted as to ease of admission 
to membership, and nature of member¬ 
ship, as to be in substance more in the 
nature of a segment of the public than 
a private entity. 

§214.3 Waiver. 

A waiver of any of the provisions of 
this part may be granted by the Board 
upon the submission by a foreign air 
carrier of a written request therefor not 
less than 30 days prior to the flight to 
which it relates provided such a waiver 
is in the public interest and it appears to 
the Board that special or unusual cir¬ 
cumstances warrant a departure from 
the provisions set forth herein. 

§214.4 Separability. 

If any provision of this part or the ap¬ 
plication thereof to any air transporta¬ 
tion, person, class of persons, or circum¬ 
stance is held invalid, neither the re¬ 
mainder of the part nor the application 
of such provision to other air transporta¬ 
tion, persons, classes of persons, or cir¬ 
cumstances shall be affected thereby. 

§ 214.5 Reporting. 

Thirty days after the end of each 
calendar year, each foreign air carrier 
operating pursuant to this part shall file 
with the Board’s Bureau of Operating 
Rights a report setting forth the 
following information pertaining to each 
charter flight performed during said 
year pursuant to this part: 

<a) Date of trip. 

<b) Points served. 

<c) Number of round-trip and one¬ 
way passengers. 

<d) Name of chartering organization. 
§ 214.6 Record retention. 

<a) Every foreign air carrier operat¬ 
ing pursuant to this part shall retain true 
copies of the following documents for a 
Period of 2 years at its principal or gen¬ 
eral office and shall make them available 
in the United States upon request at any 
proper time by an authorized representa¬ 
tive of the Board or the Federal Aviation 
Agency: Every charter contract, all pas¬ 
senger manifests including those filed by 
charterers, and proof of the commis- 
sion paid to any travel agent by the 
carrier. 
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(b) Each foreign air carrier operating 
pursuant to this part shall pursuant to 
Part 221 of this subchapter maintain at 
its principal or general office a complete 
file of all tariffs issued by it and by its 
agents and those issued by other carriers 
in which it concurs. Each tariff shall be 
retained until 3 years after the expiration 
or cancellation thereof. 

(c) Each foreign air carrier operat¬ 
ing pursuant to this part shall, pursuant 
to Part 223 of this subchapter, maintain 
for 3 years in its general offices a record 
of all passes issued by it and used for 
free or reduced-rate transportation over 
its routes. 

Subpart A—Provisions Relating to 
Pro Rata Charters 

§ 214.10 Applicability of this subpart. 

This subpart sets forth the special rules 
applicable to pro rata charters. 

Requirements Relating to Foreign Air 
Carriers 

§214.11 Solicitation and formation of 
a chartering group. 

(a) A carrier shall not engage, di¬ 
rectly, or indirectly, in any solicitation 
of individuals (through personal contact, 
advertising, or otherwise) as distin¬ 
guished from the solicitation of an orga¬ 
nization for a charter trip. 

(b) A carrier shall not employ, di¬ 
rectly, or indirectly, any person for the 
purpose of organizing and assembling 
members of any organization, club, or 
other entity into a group to make the 
charter flight. 

§ 214.12 Prelrip notification. 

Upon a charter flight date being re¬ 
served by the carrier or its agent, the 
carrier shall provide the prospective 
charterer with a copy of this Part 214. a 
The charter contract shall include a pro¬ 
vision that the charterer, and any agent 
thereof, shall only act with regard to the 
charter in a manner consistent with this 
part and that the charterer shall within 
due time submit to the carrier such in¬ 
formation as specified in § 214.35. 

§ 214.13 Tariffs to be on file. 

Prior to performing any foreign air 
transportation governed by this part, a 
foreign air carrier shall have on file with 
the Board a currently effective tariff filed 
in accordance with Part 221 of the 
Economic Regulations (Part 221 of this 
subchapter) showing all rates, fares, and 
charges for the use of the entire capacity 
of one or more aircraft in such foreign 
air transportation and showing all rules, 
regulations, practices and services in con¬ 
nection with such foreign air transporta¬ 
tion, including eligibility requirements 
for charter groups not inconsistent with 
those established in this part. A foreign 
air carrier which is authorized to operate 
charter flights as defined in § 214.2(b) (2) 


* Copies of this part are available by pur¬ 
chase from the Superintendent of Documents, 
Washington, D.C., 20402. Single copies will 
be furnished without charge on written re¬ 
quest to the Publications Section, Civil 
Aeronautics Board. Washington, D.C., 20428. 
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shall not operate any such charters in 
foreign air transportation until the 
foreign air carrier has on file with the 
Board, in accordance with Part 221 of 
the Economic Regulations (Part 221 of 
this subchapter), a tariff showing all 
rates, fares, and charges for the use of 
one-half the capacity of one or more air¬ 
craft in such foreign air transportation 
and showing all rules, regulations, prac¬ 
tices and services hi connection with 
such foreign air transportation, includ¬ 
ing eligibility requirements for charter 
groups not inconsistent with those estab¬ 
lished in this part. 

§ 214.14 Terms of service. 

(a) The total charter price and other 
terms of service rendered pursuant to 
this part shall conform to those set forth 
in the applicable tariff on file with the 
Board and in force at the time of the 
respective charter flight and the contract 
must be for the entire capacity of one or 
more aircraft (in the case of foreign car¬ 
riers authorized to operate charter 
flights as defined in § 214.2(b) (2) the 
contract may be for one-half the capacity 
of one or more aircraft). Where a car¬ 
rier’s charter charge computed accord¬ 
ing to a mileage tariff includes a charge 
for ferry mileage, the carrier shall re¬ 
fund to the charterer any sum charged 
for ferry mileage which is not in fact 
flown in the performance of the charter: 
Provided , That the carrier shall not 
charge the charterer for ferry mileage 
flown in addition to that stated in the 
contract unless such mileage is flown for 
the convenience of and at the express 
direction of the charterer. 

(b) The carrier shall require full pay¬ 
ment of the total charter price or the 
posting of a satisfactory bond for full 
payment prior to the commencement of 
the air transportation. 

(c) In the case of a round-trip char¬ 
ter, one-way passengers shall not be car¬ 
ried except that up to 5 percent of the 
charter group may be transported one 
way in each direction. This provision 
shall not be construed as permitting 
knowing participation in any plan 
whereby each leg of a round trip is 
chartered separately in order to avoid 
the 5 percent limitation aforesaid. In 
the case of a charter contract calling for 
two or more round trips, there shall be 
no intermingling of passengers and each 
plane-load group (or in the case of car¬ 
riers authorized to operate charter flights 
as defined in § 214.2(b) (2) each one-half 
plane-load group) shall move as a unit 
in both directions. 

§ 214.15 Agenl’a commission. 

The carrier shall not pay its agent a 
commission or any other benefits, di¬ 
rectly or indirectly, in excess of 5 percent 
of the total charter price as set forth in 
the carrier’s charter tariff on file with 
the Board, or more than the commission 
related to charter flights paid to an agent 
by a carrier certificated to render regu¬ 
lar service on the same route, whichever 
is greater. The carrier shall not pay any 
commission whatsoever to an agent if 
the agent receives a commission from the 
charterer for the same service. 


No. 6! 
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§ 21 1.16 Prohibition again*! payments 
or gratuities. 

A carrier shall make no payments nor 
extend gratuities of any kind, directly, 
or indirectly, to any member of a char¬ 
tering organization in relation either to 
air transportation or land tours or other¬ 
wise. Nothing in this section shall pre¬ 
clude a carrier from paying a commis¬ 
sion (within the limits of § 214.15) to 
a member of a chartering organization if 
such member is its agent, or restrict a 
carrier from offering to each member of 
the charter group such advertising and 
goodwill items as are customarily ex¬ 
tended to individually ticketed passen¬ 
gers (e.g., a canvas traveling bag or a 
money exchange computer). 

Requirements Relating to Travel 
Agents 

§211.20 Prohibition against double 
compensation. 

A travel agent may not receive a com¬ 
mission from both the direct foreign air 
carrier and the charterer for the same 
service. 

§ 214.21 Prohibition against payments 
or gratuities. 

A travel agent shall make no payments 
nor extend gratuities of any kind, di¬ 
rectly, or indirectly, to any member of a 
chartering organization whether in rela¬ 
tion to air transportation or otherwise. 
Nothing in this section shall restrict a 
travel agent from offering to each mem¬ 
ber of the charter group such advertis¬ 
ing and goodwill items as are custom¬ 
arily extended to individually ticketed 
passengers (e.g., a canvas traveling bag 
or a money exchange computer). 

Requirements Relating to the Char¬ 
tering Organization 

§ 214.30 Solicitation of charter par¬ 
ticipant*. 

As the following terms are defined in 
§ 214.2. members of the charter group 
may be solicited only from among the 
bona fide members of an organization, 
club, or other entity, and their imme¬ 
diate families, and may not be brought 
together by means of a solicitation of 
the general public. 

§ 214.31 Passengers on charter flights. 

Only bona fide members of the char¬ 
terer, and their immediate families, may 
participate as passengers on a charter 
flight. The charterer must maintain a 
central membership list, available for 
inspection by the carrier or Board repre¬ 
sentative, which shows the date each 
person became a member.* Where the 
charterer is engaging round-trip trans¬ 
portation, one-way passengers shall not 
participate in the charter flight except 
as provided in § 214.14(c). When more 
than one round trip is contracted for, 
intermingling between flights or reform¬ 
ing of plane-load groups (or in the case 


0 where the charter is based on employ¬ 
ment in one entity or Btudent status at a 
college, records of the corporation, agency 
or college will suffice to meet this 
requirement. 


of carriers authorized to operate-charter 
flights under § 214.2(b) (2) one-half 
plane-load groups) shall not be permit¬ 
ted and each such group must move as 
a unit in both directions. 

§ 214.32 Participation of immediate 
families in charter flight*. 

The immediate family of any bona fide 
member of a charter organization may 
participate in a charter flight. 

§ 214.33 Charter cost*. 

(a) The costs of charter flights shall 
be prorated equally among all charter 
passengers and no charter passenger 
shall be allowed free transportation; ex¬ 
cept that (1) children under 12 years of 
age may be transported at a charge less 
than the equally prorated charge; (2) 
children under 2 years of age may be 
transported free of charge. 

(b) The charterer shall not make 
charges to the charter participants which 
exceed the actual costs incurred in con¬ 
summating the charter arrangements, 
nor include as a part of the assessment 
for the charter flight any charge for 
purposes of charitable donations. All 
charges related to the charter flight ar¬ 
rangements collected from the charter 
participants which exceed the actual 
costs thereof shall be refunded to the par¬ 
ticipants in the same ratio as the charges 
were collected. 

(c) Reasonable administrative costs 
of organizing the charter may be divided 
among the charter participants. Such 
costs may include a reasonable charge 
for compensation to members of the 
charter organization for actual labor 
and personal expenses incurred by them. 
Such charge shall not exceed $300 (or 
$500 where the charter participants num¬ 
ber more than 80) per round-trip flight. 
Neither the organizers of the charter, nor 
any member of the chartering organiza¬ 
tion, may receive any gratuities or com¬ 
pensation, direct or indirect, from the 
carrier, the travel agent, or any orga¬ 
nization which provides any service to the 
chartering organization whether of an 
air transportation nature or otherwise. 
Nothing in this section shall preclude a 
member of a chartering organization who 
is the carrier’s agent from receiving a 
commission from the carrier (within the 
limits of § 214.15). or prevent any mem¬ 
ber of the charter group from accepting 
such advertising and good will items as 
are customarily extended to individually 
ticketed passengers (e.g., a canvas trav¬ 
eling bag or a money exchange com¬ 
puter). 

(d) If the total expenditures, including 
among other items compensation to 
members of the chartering organization, 
referred to in paragraph (c) of this sec¬ 
tion, but exclusive of expenses for air 
transportation or land tours, exceed $750 
per round-trip flight, such expenditures 
shall be supported by properly authenti¬ 
cated vouchers. 

§214.34 Statements of charge*. 

Any announcements or statements 
by the charterer to prospective charter 
participants of the anticipated individual 
charge for the charter shall clearly 


identify the portion of the charges to be 
separately paid for the ah' transporta¬ 
tion, for the land tour, and for the ad¬ 
ministrative expenses of the charter. 

§214.33 Passenger manifests. 

(a) Prior to each one-way or round- 
trip flight a manifest shall be filed by the 
charterer with the foreign air carrier 
showing the names and addresses of the 
persons to be transported and specifying 
the relationship of each such person to 
the charterer (by designating opposite 
his name one of the three relationship 
categories hereinafter described). The 
manifest may include “stand-by” 
participants (by name, address, and 
relationship to charterer). 

(b) The relationship of a prospective 
passenger shall be classified under one 
of the following categories and specified 
on the passenger manifest as follows: 

(1) A bona fide member of the char¬ 
tering organization at the time the or¬ 
ganization first gave notice to its 
members of firm charter plans and will 
have been a bona fide member of the 
chartering organization for at least 6 
months prior to the starting flight date. 
Specify on the passenger manifest as 
“(1) member.” 

(2) The spouse, dependent child, or 
parent of a bona fide member who lives 
in such member’s household. Specify on 
the passenger manifest as “(2) spouse” 
or “(2) dependent child” or “(2) par¬ 
ent.” Also give name and address of 
member relative where such member is 
not a prospective passenger. 

(3) Bona fide members of entities con¬ 
sisting only of persons from a study 
group, or a college campus, or employed 
by a single Government agency. Indus¬ 
trial plant, or mercantile company, or 
persons whose proposed participation In 
the charter flight was permitted by the 
Board pursuant to request for waiver. 
Specify on the passenger manifest as 
“(3) special” or “(3) member” (where 
participants are from a study or cam¬ 
pus group, or from a Government agency, 
industrial plant, or mercantile company). 

(c) In the case of a round-trip flight, 
the above information must be shown for 
each leg of the flight and any variations 
between the outbound and inbound 
trips must be explained on the manifest. 

(d> Attached to such manifest must be 
a certification, signed by a duly author¬ 
ized representative of the charterer, 
reading: 

The attached list of persons Includes every 
individual who may participate in the char¬ 
ter flight. Every person as Identified on the 
attached list (1) was a bona fide member of 
the chartering organization at the time the 
chartering organization first gave notice to 
its members of firm charter plans, and will 
have been a member for at least 6 months 
prior to the starting flight date, or (2) Is a 
bona fide member of an entity consisting of 
(a) st udents and educational staff of a single 
school, or (b) employees of a single Govern¬ 
ment agency, industrial plant, or mercantile 
establishment, or (3) Is a person whose par¬ 
ticipation has been specifically permitted by 
the Civil Aeronautics Board, or (4) Is thp. 
spouse, dependent child, or parent of a P*** 
son described hereinbefore and lives in such 
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person’s household, or (6) Is a bona fide par¬ 
ticipant in a charter composed of partici¬ 
pants in a formal academic study course 

abroad. 


(Signature) 

Subpart B—Provisions Relating to 
Single Entity Charters 

§211.39 Applicability of subpart. 

This subpart sets forth the special rules 
applicable to single entity charters. 

§ 214.40 Tariffs to be on file. 

The provisions of § 214.13 shall apply 
to charters under this subpart. 

§ 214.41 Terms of service. 

The total charter price and other 
terms of service shall conform to those 
set forth in the applicable tariff filed in 
accordance herewith and the contract 
shall be for the entire capacity of one or 
more aircraft, or, if a foreign air carrier 
is authorized to operate charters as de¬ 
fined in § 214.2(b) (2). for one-half the 
capacity of one or more aircraft. 

§ 214.42 Commissions paid to travel 
agents. 

No direct foreign air carrier shall pay a 
travel agent any commission in excess 
of 5 percent of the total charter price or 
more than the commission related to 
charter flights paid to an agent by a 
carrier certificated to fly the same route, 
whichever is greater. 

Subpart C—Provisions Relating to 
Mixed Charters 

§211.50 Applicable rules. 

The rules set forth in Subpart A of this 
part shall apply in the case of mixed 

charters. 

Subpart D—Procedure for Advisory 
Opinion on the Eligibility of a Char¬ 
terer 

§ 214.60 Advisory opinion. 

A foreign air carrier or prospective 
charterer may request an advisory 
opinion from the Bureau of Operating 
Rights, Civil Aeronautics Board, 
Washington, D.C., 20428, regarding the 
eligibility of the prospective charterer 
to obtain charter service in accordance 
with this part. The Bureau's opinion 
will be based on the representations sub¬ 
mitted and shall not be binding upon 
the Board in any proceeding in which the 
lawfulness of the respective charter may 
be In issue. Such representations should 
include complete information as to the 
chartering organization (purposes, 
activities, date founded, membership re- 
Quirements, and fees); the purpose of the 
charter trip; the requirements for par¬ 
ticipation in the charter; how charter 
Participants were solicited; and the 
anticipated charges to the participants. 

Note: The reporting and record-retention 
r equirement8 contained herein have been 
approved by the Bureau of the Budget in ac¬ 


cordance with the Federal Reports Act of 
1942. 

By the Civil Aeronautics Board. 4 

[seal! Harold R. Sanderson, 

Secretary. 

(F.R. Doc. 66-3600; Filed, Apr. 4. 1966; 
8:45 a.m.J 


[Reg. ER-458] 

PART 221—CONSTRUCTION, PUBLI¬ 
CATION, FILING AND POSTING OF 

TARIFFS OF AIR CARRIERS AND 

FOREIGN AIR CARRIERS 

Posting Tariff Publications for Public 
Inspection 

Adopted by the Civil Aeronautics 
Board at its office in Washington, D.C., 
on the 29th day of March 1966. 

Section 221.170 of the Board’s economic 
regulations requires United States and 
foreign air carriers to maintain at their 
principal or general office a complete file 
of all tariffs issued by them and their 
agents and those issued by other carriers 
in which they concur. The tariff reten¬ 
tion requirements for United States and 
foreign air carriers are also set forth in 
Parts 214 and 249 of the Board’s economic 
regulations. * 1 The Board has determined 
that it would be desirable to have certain 
details of the tariff retention require¬ 
ments appear only in Parts 214 and 249. 
The instant amendment will remove from 
Part 221 the reference to a time period 
for retention, substituting a cross-ref¬ 
erence to Parts 214 and 249. 8 Since this 
amendment is editorial in nature, notice 
and public procedure are not required. 

Accordingly, in consideration of the 
foregoing, the Civil Aeronautics Board 
hereby amends Part 221 of its Economic 
Regulations (14 CPR Part 221), effective 
May 2, 1966, as follows: 

Amend § 221.170 to read: 

§221.170 Posting at principal or gen¬ 
eral office. 

Each carrier shall maintain at its prin¬ 
cipal or general office a complete file of 
all tariffs issued by it and by its agents 
and those issued by other carriers in 
which it concurs, subject to the appli¬ 
cable provisions of Parts 214 and 249 of 
this subchapter. 

(Sees. 204(a), 403, Federal Aviation Act of 
1958. as amended, 72 Stat. 743; 49 U.S.C. 1324; 
72 Stat. 758 as amended by 74 Stat. 445; 49 
U.S.C. 1373) 

By the Civil Aeronautics Board. 

I seal! Harold R. Sanderson, 

Secretary . 

[F.R. Doc. 66-3601; Filed, Apr. 4, 1966; 
8:46 a.m.J 


4 Concurring and dissenting statement of 
members Gillllland and Adams filed as part 
of original document. 

1 See § 214.6, adopted in ER-457; § 249.8; 
249.12, as amended by ER-460; § 249.13. 

a This will eliminate the need to amend 
§ 221.170 to reflect recent amendments to 
Parts 249 and 214 which reduced the tariff 
retention period. See ER-440, July 27, 1965; 
ER-460, and ER-457, Issued concurrently 
herewith. 


[Reg. ER—459] 

PART 223—TARIFFS OF AIR CAR¬ 
RIERS: FREE AND REDUCED-RATE 

TRANSPORTATION 

Carrier’s Records 

Adopted by the Civil Aeronautics Board 
at its office in Washington, D.C., on the 
29th day of March 1966. 

Section 223.5 of the Board’s economic 
regulations requires that each carrier 
shall maintain in its general offices a 
record of free transportation and ’‘shall 
comply with the applicable record- 
retention provisions of Part 249 of this 
subchapter, as amended.” The Board 
has recently shifted the record-retention 
requirements for foreign charter carriers 
from Part 249 to a new Part 214.’ 
Accordingly, it is now necessary to amend 
§ 223.5 to add a cross-reference to Part 
214. Since this amendment is editorial 
in nature, notice and public procedure 
are not required. 

Accordingly, in consideration of the 
foregoing, the Civil Aeronautics Board 
hereby amends Part 223 of its economic 
regulations (14 CFR Part 223), effective 
May 2.1966, as follows: 

Amend § 223.5 to read: 

§ 223.5 Carrier’s record*. 

Each carrier shall maintain in its gen¬ 
eral offices a record of all passes issued by 
it and used for transportation over its 
routes and shall comply with the applica¬ 
ble record-retention provisions of Parts 
214 and 249 of this subchapter, as 
amended. Such record shall be main¬ 
tained in the form of a register, freely 
accessible and convenient for examina¬ 
tion, and shall contain the following in¬ 
formation: The type of pass: dates of 
issuance and expiration; number; to 
whom issued, including name, address, 
and eligibility under the Act and under 
this part; privileges accorded there¬ 
under; points between which transporta¬ 
tion is authorized, or in the case of 
“term” passes, the route number or sys¬ 
tem or particular points, as may be 
appropriate; and the name of the official 
upon whose authorization the pass was 
issued. Regular tickets or bills of lading, 
under certain conditions, may be used as 
trip passes and need not conform to the 
provisions of § 223.4 as to form. How¬ 
ever, records of such tickets or bills of 
lading, when used as trip passes for free 
or reduced-rate transportation, shall be 
kept in accordance with the above provi¬ 
sions of this section. All correspondence 
or memorandums relating to free or 
reduced-rate transportation shall be re¬ 
tained and made a part of the carrier’s 
records. In the case of reduced-rate 
transportation, the records shall show the 
amount of the charge assessed or 
assessable. 

(Secs. 204(a), 403. Federal Aviation Act of 
1958, as amended. 72 Stat. 743; 49 U.S.C. 1324; 


1 See ER-457 and ER-460. 
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72 Stat. 758 as amended by 74 Stat. 445; 49 
U.S.C. 1373) 

By the Civil Aeronautics Board. 

[seal! Harold R. Sanderson, 

Secretary. 

[F.R. Doc. 66-3602: Filed. Apr. 4. 1966; 
8:46 a.m.J 


(Reg. ER—460] 

PART 249—PRESERVATION OF AIR 

CARRIER ACCOUNTS, RECORDS 

AND MEMORANDA 

Period of Preservation of Tariffs by 
Foreign Air Carriers 

Adopted by the Civil Aeronautics 
Board at its office in Washington, D.C., 
on the 29th day of March 1966. 

In ERr-440.’ the Board amended Part 
249 of its regulations to reduce the pe¬ 
riod during which U.S. certificated route 
air carriers and supplemental air car¬ 
riers are required to retain tariffs at their 
general offices. Prior to ER-440 tariffs 
were required to be retained perma¬ 
nently. ER-440 reduced the period of 
retention to 3 years after a tariff expires 
or is canceled. It now appears that the 
tariff retention period for foreign air 
carriers can be reduced to the same ex¬ 
tent and the instant amendment will 
have this effect.’ 

Since this amendment does not impose 
additional restrictions or burdens but 
serves to relieve restrictions, the Board 
finds that notice and public procedure 
are unnecessary and not in the public 
interest. 

Accordingly, in consideration of the 
foregoing, the Civil Aeronautics Board 
hereby amends Part 249 of its economic 
regulations (14 CFR Part 249), effective 
May 2,1966, as follows: 

Amend 5 249.12 to read: 

§ 249.12 Period of preservation of rec¬ 
ords by foreign air carriers. 

Each foreign air carrier, other than 
those foreign air carriers which are au¬ 
thorized to engage in charter transporta¬ 
tion only, * 1 shall retain its records in ac¬ 
cordance with the provisions of this 
section. 

(a) Each carrier shall, pursuant to 
Part 221 of this subchapter, maintain 
at its principal or general office a com¬ 
plete file of all tariffs issued by it and by 
its agents and those issued by other car¬ 
riers in which it concurs. Each tariff 
shall be retained until 3 years after the 
expiration or cancellation thereof. 


1 July 27.1965. 30 FR. 9578. 

3 Additionally, the inatant amendment will 
remove from Part 249 the retention require¬ 
ments for foreign air carriers authorized to 
engage in charter transportation only. 
These requirements are being added to the 
new Part 214, adopted in ER-AS1, issued 
concurrently herewith. The Board is also 
amending Part 221 of the economic regula¬ 
tions to eliminate overlapping tariff reten¬ 
tion requirements, see ER-458. also Issued 
concurrently herewith. 

1 The record-retention requirements gov¬ 
erning foreign air carriers authorized to en¬ 
gage in charter transportation only are set 
forth in Part 214 of the Board's economic 
regulations. 
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(b) Each carrier shall, pursuant to 
Part 223 of this subchapter, maintain for 
3 years in its general offices a record of 
all passes issued by it and used for free 
or reduced-rate transportation over its 
routes. 

(Secs. 204(a), 403, Federal Aviation Act of 
1958, 72 Stat. 743; 49 U.S.C. 1324; 72 Stat. 
758 as amended by 74 Stat. 445; 49 U.S.C. 
1373) 

Note: The record-retention requirements 
contained herein have been approved by the 
Bureau of the Budget in accordance with 
the Federal Reports Act of 1942. 

By the Civil Aeronautics Board. 

[seal] Harold R. Sanderson. 

Secretary. 

|FR. Doc. 66-3603; Filed, Apr. 4. 1966; 
8:46 a.m.l 

Title 15—COMMERCE AND 
FOREIGN TRADE 

Chapter II—National Bureau of Stand¬ 
ards, Department of Commerce 

PART 230—STANDARD REFERENCE 
MATERIALS 

Subpart D—Standards of Certified 
Properties and Purity 

Radioactivity Standards 

Under the provisions of 15 U.S.C. 275a 
and 277, the following amendment re¬ 
lating to standard reference materials 
issued by the National Bureau of Stand¬ 
ards is effective upon publication in the 
Federal Register. The amendment 
renews standard reference material 
4904—A. 

The following amends Title 15 CFR 
Part 230: 

Section 230.8-5 Radioactivity stand - 
ards (b)(1) Alpha-ray standards Is 
amended to revise standard 4904-A as 
follows: 


Sample 

No. 

Radio¬ 

nuclide 

Approximate 
X-part iclc omission 
in 2r geometry 

IVioe 

4904-B_i 

Am-241_ 

2Ggps_ _ 

377.00 




(Sec. 9. 31 Stat. 1450, as amended; 15 U8.C. 
277. Interprete or applies sec. 7, 70 Stat. 959; 
15 UB.C. 275a) 


Dated: March 18. 1966. 

A. V. Astin, 
Director. 

[F.R. Doc. 66-3585; Filed. Apr. 4. 1966; 
8:45 a.m.) 

Title 16—COMMERCIAL 
PRACTICES 

Chapter I—Federal Trade Commission 

[Docket No. C-1049J 

PART 13—prohibited trade 
PRACTICES 

James W. Lint, et al. 

Subpart—Advertising falsely or mis¬ 
leadingly: § 13.115 Jobs and employment 


service. Subpart —Misrepresenting one¬ 
self and goods—Goods: § 13.1625 Free 
goods or services; § 13.1663 Individuals 
special selection or situation; § 13.1670 
Jobs and employment; § 13.1747 Special 
or limited offers; Misrepresenting one¬ 
self and goods—Prices: § 13.1780 Combi¬ 
nation sales. 

(Sec. 6, 38 Stat. 721; 15 U.S.C. 46. Interpret 
or apply sec. 5, 38 Stat. 719, as amended; 15 
UJS.C. 45) [Cease and desist order, James W. 
Lint, et al., Alexandria, Va.. Docket C-1049. 
March 17, 1966[ 

In the Matter of James W. Lint, an Indi¬ 
vidual, Trading and Doing Business as 

Educational Home Services, Standard 

Associates, and Metropolitan Indus¬ 
tries 

Consent order requiring an Alexandria, 
Va. f book distributor to cease using vari¬ 
ous false and deceptive representations 
tu sell his books, and falsely representing 
in advertising that employees will be as¬ 
sistant Interviewers rather than book 
salesmen. 

The order to cease and desist, including 
further order requiring report of compli¬ 
ance therewith, is as follows: 

It is ordered, That respondent James 
W. Lint, an individual, trading and do¬ 
ing business as Educational Home Serv¬ 
ices, Standard Associates, and Metropoli¬ 
tan Industries* or under any other name 
or names, and respondent’s representa¬ 
tives, agents and employees, directly or 
through any corporate or other device, 
ii. connection with the offering for sale, 
sale or distribution of encyclopedias or 
other books or publications, or any other 
articles of merchandise, in commerce, as 
“commerce” is defined in the Federal 
Trade Commission Act, do forthwith 
cease and desist from representing, di¬ 
rectly or by implication: 

1. That respondent's agents, repre¬ 
sentatives or employees are connected 
with respondent’s advertising or publicity 
department; or that they are not selling 
anything; or that they have any status 
other than that which they have in fact. 

2. Representing that respondent’s en¬ 
terprise is a marketing research organi¬ 
zation; or that respondent’s representa¬ 
tives are engaged in making a survey; 
or that the purpose of the call or inter¬ 
view by the salesman relates to other 
than the sale of books. 

3. That purchasers may obtain a set 
of the New Standard Encyclopedia free, 
or at a reduction in the price thereof 
merely by writing a letter of recommen¬ 
dation therefor, or an opinion thereon, 
displaying the product or keeping it up 
to date, or that any of the books sold by 
respondent may be obtained by any 
means other than by payment of re¬ 
spondent’s then current selling price. 

4. That any offer of respondent’s 
books or publications is a “special intro¬ 
ductory” offer. 

5. That the opportunity to purchase 
respondent’s products is not available to 
the public generally; or that purchasers 
of any of respondent’s books are spe¬ 
cially selected. 

6. That certain books are given “free" 
with the purchase of respondent’s “In¬ 
formation Service”; or that purchasers 
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of respondent’s “combination offer” only 
pay for a part of such books. 

7. That purchasers of a combination 
of respondent’s books pay only for a part 

thereof. 

8. That respondent’s quarterly sup¬ 
plement or any other similar publication 
regularly sells for $10.00 per year or any 
other amount which is not respondent’s 
regular selling price therefor; or that 
said quarterly supplement or any other 
similar publication is offered free or at a 
reduced price upon the payment of $2.95 
or any other amount for handling and 
postage charges. 

9. That any price at which respond¬ 
ent’s books or other publications are 
offered for sale is a special or reduced 
price or that any offer of respondent’s 
books is a special offer, unless such price 
or offer is based upon, and is less than 
the price at which such books or other 
publications or services are regularly and 
usually sold by respondent in the recent 
regular course of business. 

10. That respondent’s offer of books 
or other publications is limited as to 
time; provided, however, that it shall be 
a defense in any enforcement proceeding 
instituted hereunder for respondent to 
establish that such limitation is actually 
imposed and in good faith adhered to by 
respondent. 

11. That jobs are available and appli¬ 
cants are sought for assistant inter¬ 
views or any other kind of employment or 
that employment is available at a guar¬ 
anteed or stipulated income or salary, 
provided, however, that it shall be a 
defense in any enforcement proceeding 
instituted hereunder for respondent to 
establish that jobs of the kind des¬ 
ignated are available, that applicants to 
fill such jobs are sought and that the 
amount of income or salary so desig¬ 
nated is paid to the persons employed to 
fill the advertised jobs. 

It is further ordered. That the re¬ 
spondent herein shall, within sixty (60) 
days after service upon him of this order, 
file with the Commission a report in writ¬ 
ing setting forth in detail the manner 
and form in which he has complied with 
this order. 

Issued: March 17, 1966. 

By the Commission. 

fSEAL] Joseph W. Shea, 

Secretary . 

[F.R. Doc. 66-3592; Filed, Apr. 4. 1966; 

8:45 a.m.] 


[Docket No. C-1048] 

PART 13—PROHIBITED TRADE 
PRACTICES 

Fae Swarthout 

Subpart—Misbranding or mislabeling: 
U3.1185 Composition: 13.1185-80 Textile 
Fiber Products Identification Act; § 13.- 
1212 Formal regulatory and statutory 
requirements: 13.1212-80 Textile Fiber 
Products Identification Act. Subpart— 
Neglecting, unfairly or deceptively, to 
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make material disclosure: § 13.1852 For¬ 
ma/ regulatory and statutory require¬ 
ments: 13.1852-70 Textile Fiber Products 
Identification Act. 

(Sec. 6, 38 Stat. 721; 15 U.S.C. 46. Interpret 
or apply sec. 5, 38 Stat. 719, as amended; 72 
Stat. 1717; 15 U.S.C. 45. 70) [Cease and 
desist order. Fae Swarthout, Sacramento, 
Calif., Docket C-1048, Mar. 11, 1966[ 

In the Matter of Fae Swarthout , an 

Individual Trading as Fae’s House of 

Brides 

Consent order requiring a Sacramento. 
Calif., owner of a women’s ready-to- 
wear shop, to cease misbranding, remov¬ 
ing required labels from, and failing to 
keep required records for textile fiber 
products. 

The order to cease and desist, includ¬ 
ing further order requiring report of 
compliance therewith, is as follows: 

It is ordered. That respondent Fae 
Swarthout, an individual trading as Fae’s 
House of Brides, or any other name, and 
respondent’s representatives, agents and 
employees, directly or through any cor¬ 
porate or other device, in connection 
with the introduction, delivery for in¬ 
troduction, sale, advertising, or offering 
for sale, in commerce, or the transporta¬ 
tion or causing to be transported in com¬ 
merce, or the importation into the United 
States, of any textile fiber product; or 
in connection with the sale, offering for 
sale, advertising, delivery, transportation, 
or causing to be transported, of any tex¬ 
tile fiber product, which has been ad¬ 
vertised or offered for sale in commerce; 
or in connection with the sale, offering 
for sale, advertising, delivery, transporta¬ 
tion, or causing to be transported, after 
shipment in commerce, of any textile 
fiber product, whether in its original 
state or contained in other textile fiber 
products, as the terms “commerce” and 
“textile fiber product” are defined in the 
Textile Fiber Products Identification Act, 
do forthwith cease and desist from mis¬ 
branding textile fiber products by failing 
to affix labels to such textile fiber prod¬ 
ucts showing in a clear, legible, and con¬ 
spicuous manner each element of infor¬ 
mation required to be disclosed by section 
4(b) of the Textile Fiber Products Iden¬ 
tification Act. 

It is further ordered , That respondent 
Fae Swarthout, an individual trading 
as Fae’s House of Brides, or any other 
name, and respondent’s representatives, 
agents and employees, directly or 
through any corporate or other device, 
do forthwith cease and desist from re¬ 
moving or mutilating, or causing or par¬ 
ticipating in the removal or mutilation 
of, the stamp, tag, label, or other identifi¬ 
cation required by the Textile Fiber 
Products Identification Act to be affixed 
to any textile fiber product, after such 
textile fiber product has been shipped 
in commerce and prior to the time such 
textile fiber product is sold and delivered 
to the ultimate consumer, without sub¬ 
stituting therefor labels conforming to 
section 4 of said Act and the rules and 
regulations promulgated thereunder and 
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in the manner prescribed by section 5(b) 
of said Act. 

It is further ordered , That respondent 
Fae Swarthout, an individual trading as 
Fae’s House of Brides, or any other name, 
and respondent’s representatives, agents 
and employees, directly or through any 
corporate or other device, do forthwith 
cease and desist from failing to keep 
such records when substituting a stamp, 
tag, label, or other identification pur¬ 
suant to section 5(b) as would show the 
information set forth on the stamp, tag, 
label, or other identification that was 
removed, and the name or names of the 
person or persons from whom such 
textile fiber product was received. 

It is further ordered. That the respond¬ 
ent heroin shall, within sixty (60) days 
after service upon her of this order, file 
with the Commission a report in writing 
setting forth in detail the manner and 
form in which she has complied with 
this order. ^ 

Issued: March 11,1966. 

By the Commission. 

[seal] Joseph W. Shea, 

Secretary . 

[F.R. Doc. 66-3593; Filed. Apr. 4, 1966; 

8:45 a.m.) 


Title 32— NATIONAL DEFENSE 

Chapter I—Office of the Secretary cf 
Defense 

SUBCHAPTER B—PERSONNEL; MILITARY A NO 
CIVILIAN 

PART 40— STANDARDS OF 
CONDUCT 

Correction 

The following three (3) paragraphs 
were Inadvertently omitted from sub¬ 
section D, Appendix B, published at 31 
F.R.4989: 

Appendix B— Digest of Conflict of 
Interest Laws 

(D) OTHER RELATED LAWS APPLICABLE TO ALL 
DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE PERSONNEL 


O. The prohibitions against (1) embezzle¬ 
ment of Government money or property (18 
U.S.C. 641); (2) failing to account for pub¬ 
lic money (18 U.S.C. 643); and (3) embezzle¬ 
ment of the money or property of another 
person in the possession of an employee by 
reason of his employment (18 U.S.C. 654). 

P. The prohibition against unauthorized 
used of documents relating to claims from 
or by the Government (18 U.S.C. 285). 

Q. The prohibition against proscribed po¬ 
litical activities—The Hatch Act (5 U.S.C. 
1181). and 18 U.S.C. 602, 603, 607, and 608 
(civilian employees), 

Maurice W. Roche, 
Director , Correspondence and 
Directives Division , OASD 
( Administration ). 

March 30,1966. 

[F.R. Doc. 66-3597; Filed, Apr. 4, 1966; 

8:45 a.m.] 
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RULES AND REGULATIONS 


Chapter VII—Department of the 
Air Force 

SUBCHAPTER W—AIR FORCE PROCUREMENT 
INSTRUCTION 

MISCELLANEOUS AMENDMENTS TO 
SUBCHAPTER 

The following amendments are made 
to Subchapter W: 

PART 1001—GENERAL PROVISIONS 
Subpart C—General Policies 

Section 1001.305-3 is revised to read as 
follows: 

§ 1001.305-3 Term*. 

(a) to (d) No implementation. 

(e)(1) All contractual documents, 
with the exception of DD Form 1155 and 
those with •‘required*’ delivery forwarded 
to AF contractors, will be accompanied 
by AFPI Form 29, Contractual Docu¬ 
ment Transmittal Receipt Card. This 
procedure will establish a specific date 
for the delivery of supplies or services, as 
set forth in § 1.305-3 of this title and this 
section. Whenever the ACO has reason 
to believe that the receipt date specified 
by the contractor on the AFPI Form 29 
may be inaccurate, he will request con¬ 
tractor’s confirmation of the informa¬ 
tion furnished. Where the specified date 
is determined to be inaccurate and the 
contractor fails or refuses to provide the 
correct date, the ACO will endeavor to 
establish the actual receipt date. Any 
change in the receipt date information 
initially furnished by the contractor will 
be reported by the ACO to the interested 
procuring activity. 

(2) When the “required” delivery pro¬ 
vision is inserted in an IFB or RFP, the 
resulting written notice of award or fully 
executed and binding contract, except 
for orders placed on DD Form 1155, will 
be forwarded to the contractor by certi¬ 
fied mail, return receipt requested. In 
such cases, the buyer will attach appro¬ 
priate notification to that effect, to the 
contract file. 

(3) Use of AFPI Form 29. The pur¬ 
chasing activity will: 

(i) Prepare AFPI Form 29 for trans¬ 
mittal to the contractor with the written 
notice of aw T ard or other contractual doc¬ 
ument, as follows: 

(a) One copy will be addressed for re¬ 
turn to the activity responsible for the 
distribution of the contract. 

(b) One copy will be addressed for re¬ 
turn to the office responsible for admin¬ 
istration of the contract, if the contract 
is to be administered by some office other 
than the contracting office making the 
award or contract. 

(c) Both copies will contain the con¬ 
tractor’s name and address as well as a 
listing of documents transmitted. 

(ii> File AFPI Form 29 in the official 
contract file upon receipt of the form 
from the contractor. 

Subpart G—Small Business Concerns 

Sections 1001.704-3, 1001.707-4 and 
1001.707-5 are revised to read as follows: 


§ 1001.704—3 Small business specialists. 

(a) An Executive for Small Business 
will be appointed at Hq AFLC to provide 
guidance to AFLC and to all other major 
commands other than AFSC to assure 
the effective implementation of the Air 
Force Small Business and Labor Surplus 
Area programs. An Executive for Small 
Business will be appointed at Ilq AFSC 
to provide similar guidance to AFSC ac¬ 
tivities. An Executive for Small Busi¬ 
ness will be appointed at each major 
command headquarters to assure the ef¬ 
fective implementation of these programs 
at the headquarters and at the procuring 
activities under the jurisdiction of the 
headquarters. The above appointments 
are in addition to those required by 
§ 1.704-3 of this title. The small busi¬ 
ness specialist appointed at the AFCMD 
will exercise overall staff surveillance 
over the Small Business and Labor Sur¬ 
plus Area subcontracting programs of 
plants assigned to the Air Force. 

(b) At procuring activities, a copy of 
each FR and incoming MIFR will be fur¬ 
nished to the small business specialist 
simultaneously with its release to the 
buyer. Buyers, prior to solicitation, will 
contact the small business specialist and 
inform him as to the proposed procure¬ 
ment plan when the estimated value of 
the procurement is over $2,500 and the 
procurement action w T ill result in an ini¬ 
tial letter contract, a definitive contract, 
or a contract modification obligating new 
funds for additional supplies or services. 
If the small business specialist concurs, 
the appropriate entries will be made on 
AFPI Form 46 and a signed copy fur¬ 
nished to the buyer. If the small busi¬ 
ness specialist does not concur with the 
proposed procurement plan, appropriate 
recommendations will be made to the 
buyer. If agreement is not reached, the 
final decision will be made by the director 
of procurement and production at AFLC 
AMAs or comparable official at other AF 
procuring activities. A copy of AFPI 
Form 46 reflecting final agreement will 
be a permanent part of the procurement 
file for the information of reviewing au¬ 
thority. 

§ 1001.707—4 Responsibility for review¬ 
ing the subcontracting program. 

(a) to (d) No implementation. 

(e) See § 1003.903-3(a) of this sub¬ 
chapter. 

§ 1001.707-5 Reports on DD Form 
1140-1. 

The small business specialist in the 
AFPRO will arrange with contractors to 
have the original of the quarterly report 
sent directly to DOD as prescribed on the 
form. In addition, he will request the 
contractor to furnish two additional 
copies to him. He will retain one copy 
for his records and forward the other 
copy to the Assistant for Small Business, 
AFCMD. The latter will retain the copy 
for his surveillance activities and will 
forward a summary of all reports re¬ 
ceived to Hq USAF < AFSPP-B), with an 
information copy to AFSC (SCK-4). 
The summary should identify each re¬ 
porting plant and show dollars to small 
business and dollars to large business re¬ 


ported by each. The Assistant for 
Small Business, AFCMD, is responsible 
for the timely submission of DD Form 
1140-1 by all plants assigned to the Air 
Force. 


PART 1003— PROCUREMENT BY 
NEGOTIATION 

Subpart D—Types of Contracts 

In 5 1003.410-1, present 'paragraphs 
(bX through (e) are deleted and the fol¬ 
lowing inserted: 

§ 1003.410—1 Bnaic agreement (BA). 

» • • * • 

(b) No implementation. 

(c) Content and form . All manda¬ 
tory clauses will be included in Part A. 
Additional parts may be added to pro¬ 
vide for additional clauses or changes to 
clauses to cover peculiar situations such 
as, provisions for letter contracts and 
R&D contracts. 

(d) No implementation. 

(e) List of approved basic agreements . 
(1) AFSC ASD (ASKBD) will publish 
quarterly a list of all approved basic 
agreements and supplements issued by 
AFSC ASD and OAR. Changes to the 
quarterly list will be published monthly 
until the succeeding quarterly list is 
issued. 

(2) The quarterly list will indicate in 
alphabetical order by contractor's name 
the following information. 

(i) Contract or supplement number. 

(ii) Date contract or supplement num¬ 
ber assigned. 

(iii) Type of contract covered by the 
basic agreement. 

(iv) Date distributed. 

(v) Procurement activity which nego¬ 
tiated the latest basic agreement. 

(3) Requests for copies of the list will 
be addressed to AFSC ASD (ASKBD). 

(f) Distribution of OAR basic agree¬ 
ments. Basic agreements and supple¬ 
ments executed by OAR with educational 
institutions will be distributed by OAR 
(RRMK). Requests for copies will be 
addressed to OAR (RRMK). 

Subpart E—Solicitations of Proposals 
and Quotations 

In § 1903.501 (b). subparagraph (4) 
(ii) and (31) are set forth to show slight 
editorial changes, as follows: 

§ 1003.501 Preparation of request for 
proposals or request for quotations. 
» * * • • 

(b) • • * 

(4) • • • 

(ii) Central procurement solicitations 
of spare parts of prime contractors or 
known sources which previously have 
satisfactorily furnished the parts. Con¬ 
tracting officers may determine a rea¬ 
sonable period. 

* • • • • 

(31) When samples or descriptive 
literature are desired the provisions of 
§§ 2.202-4 and 2.202-5 of this title re¬ 
garding IFB’s should be used os guide¬ 
lines in preparation of provisions for 

inclusion of RFP’s or RFQ's. 

* • • • • 


FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL 31, NO. 65—TUESDAY, APRIL 5, 1966 







PART 1006— FOREIGN PURCHASES 

Subpart T—Offshore Procurement 

Sections 1006.2002 and 1006.2003(a) 
(3) and (b) are revised to read as follows: 

§ 1006.2002 Policy* 

All supplies and services required for 
USAP and MAP use overseas will be pro¬ 
cured pursuant to Subpart G, Part 6 of 
tills title and ASPR Section VI, Part 8, 
as appropriate. 

§ 1006.2003 Fiincliona and responsibili¬ 
ties. 

(a) • • • 

<3) The Contract Operations Division 
(MCPK) will provide guidance and as¬ 
sistance on all contract management 
matters to APRE and APRFE. Upon re¬ 
quest, MCPK will provide assistance on 
contract management matters to major 
overseas commands. 

(b) APRFE, APRE, and major over¬ 
seas commands will administer their own 
contracts placed with indigenous sources 
and will aid in the administration of con¬ 
tracts and/or subcontracts awarded for 
performance outside CONUS, in the Far 
Eastern and European geographic areas. 


PART 1007—CONTRACT CLAUSES 

Subpart GG—Clauses for Laundry 
or Dry Cleaning Contracts 

Section 1007.3304-3 is revised to read 
as follows: 

§ 1007.3304—3 Alterations in contract. 

According to the requirements for use 
in § 1007.105-1, insert the clause in 
§ 7.105-1 of tills title. 

Subpart n, Clauses for Packing and 
Crating Contracts, is deleted. 

Subpart LL, Basic Agreement Provi¬ 
sions, is deleted. 

(Sec. 8012, 70A Stat. 488, secs. 2301-2314, 70A 
Stat. 127-133, 10 U.S.C. 8012, 2301-2314) 
[AFPI Rev. No. 63, February 25, 1966; AFPC 
No. 6. February 24,19661 

By order of the Secretary of the Air 

Force. 

Frederick A. Ryker, 

Lt. Col ., USAF. Chief . Special 
Activities Group , Office of The 
Judge Advocate General. 

1F.H. Doc. 60-3586: Filed, Apr. 4. 1966; 
8:45 a.m.] 


Title 39—POSTAL SERVICE 

Chapter I—Post Office Department 

PART 168—DIRECTORY OF 
INTERNATIONAL MAIL 

Individual Country Regulations 

The regulations of the Post Office De¬ 
partment are amended as follows: 

In § 168.5 Individual Country regula¬ 
tions, make the following changes: 


RULES AND REGULATIONS 

I. In “Mall (Republic Of)” make the 
following changes to show the new reg¬ 
istration fee as well as to show that air 
parcel post is established: 

A. Under Postal Union Mail the mate¬ 
rial in the first sentence under the item 
Registration is amended to read: 

Postal Union Mail 
• • • • + 

Registration . Fee 75 cents. • * * 


B. Under Parcel Post the material un¬ 
der the item Air Parcel Post is amended 
to read: 

Parcel Post 


0 * • • • 

Air parcel rates. Four ounces or less, 
$2.20; each additional 4 ounces, 52 cents. 


Lbs. Ox. 

Rato 

Lbs. Or. 

Rato 

Lbs. Ox. 

Rate 

0 4. 

$2.20 

2 0_ 

$5.84 

3 12_ 

$9.48 

0 8_ 

2.72 

2 4. 

C. 30 

4 0_ 

10.00 

0 12. 

3.24 

2 8_ 

0.88 

4 4_ 

10.52 

1 0. 

3.70 

2 12_ 

7.40 

4 8_ 

11.04 

1 4_ 

4.28 

3 0_ 

7.92 

4 12_ 

11.50 

1 

1 12_ 

4.80 

5.32 

3 4_ 

3 8 

8.44 

8.90 

5 0. 

12.80 


For rates over 5 pounds, add $0.52 for each 4-ounce unit 
or fraction. 


• *990 

n. In “Niger (Republic of) ” make the 
following changes to show the new regis¬ 
tration fee as well as to show that air 
parcel post is established: 

A. Under Postal Union Mall the ma¬ 
terial in the first sentence under the item 
Registration is amended to read: 

Postal Union Mail 

• • • • * 

Registration . Fee 75 cents. • • • 

• • * • # 

B. Under Parcel Post the material 
under the item Air Parcel Post is 
amended to read: 

Parcel Post 

• • • * • 


Air parcel rates. Four ounces or less, 
$2.19; each additional 4 ounces, 50 cents. 


Lbs. Or. 

Rato 

Lbs. Ox. 

Rate 

Lbs. Ox. 

Rato 

0 4_ 

$2. 19 

2 0 _ 

$5.09 

3 12_ 

$9.19 

0 8 _ 

2. 09 

2 4. 

0.19 

4 0 _ 

9.09 

0 12. 

3.19 

2 R. 

6.00 

4 4_ 

10.19 

1 0. 

3.09 

2 12. 

7.19 

4 8 _ 

10.09 

1 4. 

4.19 

3 0. 

7.69 

4 12. 

11.10 

1 8 _ 

1 12_ 

4.09 

5.19 

3 4. 

3 8. 

8.19 

8.69 

5 0 _ 

11.69 


For rates over 5 pounds, add $0.50 for each 4-ounce 
unit or fraction. 


• ♦ • • • 

(R.S. 161, as amended; 5 U.S.C. 22, 39 UJS.C. 
501,505) 

Timothy J. May, 
General Counsel. 

[FJfc. Doc. 66-3599; FUed. Apr. 4, 1966; 
8:45 a.m.] 
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Title 48—TRADE AGREEMENTS 
AND ADJUSTMENT ASSISTANCE 
PROGRAM 

Chapter IV—Department of Labor 

PART 411—ADJUSTMENT ASSIST¬ 
ANCE FOR WORKERS AFTER CER¬ 
TIFICATION 

Miscellaneous Amendments 

Pursuant to authority contained in 
section 401 of the Trade Expansion Act 
of 1962 (19 U.S.C. 1802) and Executive 
Order No. 11075 (28 F.R. 473; 19 U.S.C. 
1801, note) I hereby amend Title 48, 
Part 411, of the Code of Federal Regu¬ 
lations as set forth below. 

The provisions of section 4 of the Ad¬ 
ministrative Procedure Act (5 U.S.C. 
1003) which require notice of proposed 
rule making, public participation in their 
adoption, and delay in effective date are 
not applicable because these rules relate 
to public benefits. I do not believe such 
procedures will serve a useful purpose 
here. Accordingly these amendments 
shall become effective immediately. 

The amendments read as follows: 

1. Paragraph (e) of § 411.5 is amended 
to read as follows: 

§411.5 Ineligibility and disquulifica- 

. tion. 

(e) Any disqualification provision of 
the applicable State law which requires 
a postponement of the payment of State 
unemployment insurance until the In¬ 
dividual has earned a specified amount 
of earnings in employment covered under 
any State law or an amount expressed as 
a multiple of the individuars weekly 
benefit amount shall be given effect, when 
applied to an applicant for trade read¬ 
justment allowances, by postponing pay¬ 
ment of such allowances until the appli¬ 
cant has earned the specified amount or 
the amount expressed as a multiple of 
his weekly benefit amount (computed on 
the basis of the weekly benefit amount 
which would be payable if the applicant 
was applying for unemployment insur¬ 
ance under the State law, w r as entitled 
thereto, and was not disqualified) in any 
employment, whether or not such em¬ 
ployment was covered under any State 
law. 

• • ♦ ♦ • 

2. Paragraph (b) of § 411.15 Is 
amended to read as follows: 

§ 411.15 Supplemental assistance-sub¬ 
sistence payment. 

0 0 0 0 0 

(b) Amount. In determining the 
amount of the trainee's subsistence pay¬ 
ment, there shall be taken into account 
the exact days that elapse from the day 
when the trainee departs for the train¬ 
ing facility to the day in which he re¬ 
turns (including both the day of depar- 
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ture and return). Travel time shall not 
exceed the time required by the mode 
of public transportation that the trainee 
could reasonably be expected to take to 
and from his regular place of residence. 
Subsistence payments shall be at the rate 
of $5 a day, provided that when the train¬ 
ing facility furnishes or makes lodging 
and meals available to trainees at a rate 
of $4 or less a day, the subsistence pay¬ 
ments shall not exceed the amount 
charged for those accommodations, plus 
an allowance of $1 a day for incidentals. 

# * ♦ • • 

3. Paragraphs (b) and (c) of § 411.16 
are amended to read as follows: 

§ 411.16 .Supplemental assistance-trans¬ 
portation payment. 

* * * • • 

(b) Conditions and amounts. Trans¬ 
portation payments may be made under 
the same conditions and in the same 
amounts as provided for trainees under 
the Manpower Development and Train¬ 
ing Act of 1962 by 29 CFR § 20.41(b) (1) 
and (2) , except that whe re 29 CFR § 20.41 
(b) (2) refers to 29 CFR § 20.40 said ref¬ 
erence shall be read, for purposes of this 
regulation only, as if the reference were 
to § 411.15 of this part, and except that 
29 CFR § 20.41(b) (3) shall be inappli¬ 
cable. 

(c) [Reserved!. 

* • • * • 

4. Paragraphs (a) and (b) of § 411.23 
are amended to read as follows: 

§ 411.23 Allowances for the expenses of 
transporting household goods and 
personal effects. 

• • • • • 

(a) Commercial carrier. (1) For 
transportation of the household goods 
and personal effects of the worker and 
his family by commercial carrier from 
their regular place of residence to their 
home in the area of relocation, the work¬ 
er shall be paid the actual cost of such 
transportation, including such accessorial 
charges (with the exception of charges 
for crating) as are found by the State 
agency to be reasonable and necessary, 
by the most economical commercial car¬ 
rier service he reasonably can be expected 
to use for such purpose. Before under¬ 
taking such transportation the worker 
must submit to the State agency an es¬ 
timate from each of two commercial car¬ 
riers, regularly engaged in the handling 
and shipment of household goods, cover¬ 
ing the cost of transporting the household 
goods and personal effects of the worker 
and his family. 

(2) The cost of insuring the household 
goods and personal effects of the worker 
and his family against loss or damage in 
transit by commercial carrier shall be 
paid by the State agency as part of the 
allowance provided for by subparagraph 
(1) of this paragraph, except that if the 
State agency determines that it is more 
economical to transport such household 
goods and personal effects by paying the 
carrier an extra charge of 50 cents for 
each 100 pounds shipped to assume the 
full responsibility of a common carrier 
with respect to such household goods and 


personal effects, such extra charge (in no 
case to exceed $50) shall be paid in lieu 
of the cost of insurance. In cases where 
insurance is obtained the worker must 
submit to the State agency two bids from 
legally licensed insurers offering to in¬ 
sure the household goods and personal 
effects of the worker and his family at 
least as adequately as if the worker were 
shipping the household goods and per¬ 
sonal effects of himself and his family by 
fully liable common carrier. The State 
agency shall examine the offered insur¬ 
ance for adequacy and cost and shall pay 
the worker the cost of procuring that 
legally adequate policy of insurance 
which is most economical, except that in 
no case shall a State agency pay the cost 
of insuring the household goods and per¬ 
sonal effects of a worker and his family 
in an amount exceeding their actual 
value or $10,000, whichever amount is the 
lesser. 

(b) Trailer . For transportation of the 
household goods and personal effects of 
the worker and his family by trailer, or 
by house trailer used as a home, the 
worker shall be paid (1) 12 cents a mile, 
covering the trailer or house trailer, 
where the trailer or house trailer is 
hauled by privately owned automobile, 
or (2) the actual charge made for such 
hauling, but not to exceed 20 cents a mile, 
where the trailer or house trailer is 
hauled by a commercial carrier regularly 
engaged in and equipped for such haul¬ 
ing. If the trailer is rented from a con¬ 
cern regularly engaged in such rental 
and is of the type customarily used for 
transporting household goods and per¬ 
sonal effects, the worker shall in addi¬ 
tion be paid the actual rental charges for 
such trailer, but not to exceed 20 cents 
a mile, whether hauled by privately 
owned automobile or by commercial car¬ 
rier. Where such rental charges are 
based in whole or in part on a daily rate, 
they shall not be allowed for a greater 
number of days than that reasonably re¬ 
quired, in the determination of the State 
agency, to complete the transportation 
by trailer. No allowance shall be made 
for a house trailer not used os a home. 
These amounts shall be in addition to 
the transportation allowance for a work¬ 
er and his family under § 411.22(b). 

* * • * • 

5. Subparagraph (3) of § 411.24(a) is 
amended to read as follows: 

§ 411.24 Time and method of payment. 

(a) • * • 

(3) If transportation of the house¬ 
hold goods and personal effects of the 
worker and his family is to be by com¬ 
mercial carrier, the amount of the esti¬ 
mate for such transportation approved 
by the State agency pursuant to § 411.23 
(a) and the amount of any insurance 
covering such household goods and ef¬ 
fects approved by the State agency shall 
be advanced by checks in such amounts 
payable respectively to the order of the 
carrier named in such estimate and to 
the order of the insurer. The checks 
may be delivered to the worker at the 
time of the scheduled shipment or with¬ 
in 10 days prior thereto. Upon com¬ 
pletion of the transportation the worker 


must promptly submit to the State 
agency the original or a certified copy 
of the bill of lading prepared by the car¬ 
rier, including a receipt evidencing pay¬ 
ment of the transportation costs. The 
worker shall with such submittal reim¬ 
burse to the State agency the amount, if 
any, by which the advance made to him 
for such transportation w'as in excess of 
the actual cost approved by the State 
agency. The worker shall be paid the 
amount, if any. by which the actual cost 
approved by the State agency exceeds 
the advance made to him for such pur¬ 
pose. Where economy of administra¬ 
tion will result the State agency may 
make arrangements with the carrier or 
insurer selected by the worker and ap¬ 
proved by the agency pursuant to § 411.- 
23(a) for transportation of the house¬ 
hold goods and personal effects of the 
worker and his family, for insurance 
coverage of such goods during transit, 
and for payment of the cost of such 
transportation or insurance coverage by 
the State agency directly to the carrier 
or insurer. No such arrangement shall 
release the carrier from liability for loss 
or damage to the worker’s goods. 

(Sec. 401, 76 Stat. 902; 19 U.S.C. 1802; E.O. 
11075. 3 CFR, 1959-1963 Comp. p. 692) 

Signed at Washington, D.C., this 28th 
day of March 1966. 

W. WILLARD WlRTZ, 
Secretary of Labor. 

(F.R. Doc. 68-3596; Filed, Apr. 4, 1966; 

8:45 a.m.] 


Title 49—TRANSPORTATION 

Chapter I—Interstate Commerce 
Commission 

SUBCHAPTER A—GENERAL RULES AND 
REGULATIONS 

(Service Order 981] 

PART 95—CAR SERVICE 

Boxcar Distribution Directions— 
Appointment of Agents 

At a session of the Interstate Com¬ 
merce Commission, held in Washington, 
D.C., on the 30th day of March A.D. 
1966. 

It appearing, That the unprecedented 
level of the economy is placing tremen¬ 
dous pressures on railroad transporta¬ 
tion facilities and is causing such acute 
shortages of freight cars, particularly, 
boxcars, in all sections of the country as 
to close industrial plants and to impede 
the movements of agricultural products 
and other goods to market; that delays 
in transportation threaten to cause un¬ 
warranted increases in the prices of cer¬ 
tain commodities; that notwithstanding 
the nationwide nature of the boxcar 
shortage, that shortage is more acute 
in areas served by certain railroads 
where such boxcar supply immediately 
available to meet shipper loading de¬ 
mands is proportionately lower than the 
ratio of the boxcar supply to demand in 
other areas; that existing carrier rules, 
regulations and practices with respect to 
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the supply and distribution of boxcars 
to the areas of greatest need are ineffec¬ 
tive; and that car service will be pro¬ 
moted in the interest of the public 
through the issuance of car distribution 
directions for the handling of empty box¬ 
cars. It is the opinion of the Commis¬ 
sion that an emergency exists requiring 
immediate action to promote car serv¬ 
ice in the interest of the public and the 
commerce of the people. Accordingly, 
the Commission finds that notice and 
public procedure are impracticable and 
contrary to the public interest, and that 
good cause exists for making this order 
effective upon less than thirty days* 
notice. 

It is ordered , That: 

§ 95.981 Appointment of agents. 

(a) In order to meet the needs of 
those areas having more acute car short¬ 
age as mentioned in the appearing para¬ 
graph, R. D. Pfahler, Director, and H. R. 
Longhurst, Assistant Director, Bureau of 
Railroad Safety and Service. Interstate 
Commerce Commission, Washington, 
D C., and each of them are hereby ap¬ 
pointed agents of the Interstate Com¬ 
merce Commission and vested with au¬ 
thority to issue car distribution Direc¬ 
tions with respect to the location and 
relocation of empty cars, and to make 
such just and reasonable directions with 
respect to car service without regard to 
tiie ownership as between carriers by 
railroads as in their opinion will best 
promote the service in the interest of the 
public and the commerce of the people. 

<b) Rules , regulations, and practices 
suspended. The operation of all rules, 
regulations, and practices insofar as they 
conflict with the provisions of this order, 
is hereby suspended. 

(c) Effective date . This order shall 
become effective at 12:01 a.m., March 31, 
1966. • 

(d) Expiration date . The provisions 
of this order shall expire at 11:59 p.m., 
December 31, 1966, unless otherwise 
modified, changed, or suspended by or¬ 
der of this Commission. 

(e) This order is issued pursuant to 
the authority contained in Secs. 1,12,15, 
24 Stat. 379, 383, 384, as amended; 49 
UJS.C. 1, 12, 15, 17(2). Interprets or 
applies Secs. 1(10-17), 15(4), 40 Stat. 101, 
as amended, 54 Stat. 911; 49 U.S.C. 
laO-17), 15(4), 17(2). 

It is further ordered , That a copy of 
this order and direction shall be served 
upon the Association of American Rail¬ 
roads, Car Service Division, as agent of 
all the railroads subscribing to the car 
service and per diem agreement under 
the terms of that agreement; and that 
notice of this order be given to the gen¬ 
eral public by depositing a copy in the 
office of the Secretary of the Commis¬ 
sion at Washington, D.C., and by filing 
It with the Director. Office of the Federal 
Register. 

By the Commission. 

(seal] H. Neil Garson, 

Secretary . 

IFH. Doc. 66-3617; Filed, Apr. 4, 1966; 

8:47 a.m.] 


Title 50—WILDLIFE AND 
FISHERIES 

Chapter II—Bureau of Commercial 
Fisheries, Fish and Wildlife Serv¬ 
ice, Department of the Interior 

SUBCHAPTER G—PROCESSED FISHERY PROD¬ 
UCTS, PROCESSED PRODUCTS THEREOF, AND 
CERTAIN OTHER PROCESSED FOOD PRODUCTS 

PART 262—UNITED STATES STAND¬ 
ARDS FOR GRADES OF FROZEN 
RAW BREADED SHRIMP 

Miscellaneous Amendments 

Notice is hereby given that pursuant to 
the authority vested in the Secretary of 
the Interior by sections 203 and 205 of 
Title II of the Agricultural Marketing 
Act of 1946, as amended, and of the au¬ 
thority transferred to the Department of 
the Interior by section 6(a) of the Fish 
and Wildlife Act of 1956, as amended, it 
is proposed to adopt an amendment to 
Title 50, Part 262—U.S. Standards for 
Grades of Frozen Raw Breaded Shrimp, 
as set forth below. The features of these 
changes are to correct certain typo¬ 
graphical errors, and to provide for the 
inclusion of 20 percent of the sample 
unit in evaluating the factor ‘‘condition 
of coating/* 

The effective date of December 3, 1965, 
for the factor “condition of coating” was 
stated in the Federal Register of Tues¬ 
day, August 3, 1965, to allow the breaded 
shrimp industry time to modify and ad¬ 


just its operations to meet the require¬ 
ments of the higher standards of quality 
for breaded shrimp. Further extensions 
of the effective date of the "condition of 
coating” were published in issuances of 
the Federal Register dated December 
9, 1965, and February 16, 1966. Subse¬ 
quently, a series of surveys and meetings 
have been held with industry and it is 
now mutually agreed that 20 percent 
of the sample unit should be used rather 
than the 10 percent factor when point 
deductions are assessed for the factor 
"condition of coating." 

Inasmuch as this amendment involves 
a technical change in Title 50, Part 262, 
notice and public procedure thereon has 
been deemed unnecessary since persons 
affected have previously been given an 
opportunity to make suggestions, com¬ 
ments or objections to the proposed 
amendment. 

Therefore, the proposed changes shall 
become effective on the date of publica¬ 
tion in the Federal Register. 

Donald L. McKernan, 

Director, 

April 1,1966. 

1. Amend the last paragraph of 
§ 262.21 (s) to read: 

A proportionate amount of the loose bread¬ 
ing and frost must be added to the weight 
of the sample in paragraph (u) (2) (li) of this 
section. 

2. Amend § 262.25, Table 1—Schedule 
of Point Deductions for Rating In Frozen 
Breaded State, to read: 


Table 1—Schedule op Point Deductions for Ratino in Frozen Breaded State 


Factor 


Quality description 


Deductions 

allowed 


1. Loose breading or frost 


2 percent but less than 3 percent--.. 

3 percent but less than 5 percent____ 

5 percent or more____ 


Pointt 


5 

10 

31 


2. Ease of separation 


Separate easily after being removed from carton and exposed to room 
temperature for not more than 4 minutes. 

Separate easily after being removed from carton and exposed to room 
temperature for not more the <• minutes. 

Docs not separate easily after being removed from carton and exposed 
to room temperature for 6 minutes. 


3 

0 

20 


3. Uniformity 


Ratio of weight of largest to smallest breaded shrimp in satuplo unit 
as defined under section 202.21 (T): 

Up to 1.50_ 

1.51-1.A0. 


1.61-1.70.._ 
1.71-1.80.. 
1.81-1.90 . 


1.91-2.00_ 

2 . 01 - 2.10 _ 

2 . 11 - 2.20 _ 

2.21-2.30_ 

2.31-2.40 .. 

Over 2.40... 


0 

1 

2 

3 

4 
6 
0 

7 

8 
9 

10 


4 . Condition of coating 


Degiw of halo or balling np or holidays (Identify type of defect by 
circling the proper word): 

Slight—each 20 percent by count or fraction thereof.. 

Moderate—each 20 percent by count or fraction thereof....__ 

Marked—each 20 percent by count or fraction thereof.. 

Excessive—each 20 percent by count or fraction thereof. 


1 

2 

4 

16 


6. Damaged breaded shrimp 


For each 6 percent by count or fraction thereof____ 

Tail fin broken or missing, each 5 percent or fraction thereof (except in 
Type I, subtype C, and Type II, subtype C). 


6. Extraneous material 


If extraneous material, except filthy or deleterious substances, is 
found in more Hum one package i>of lot, the entire lot shall be de¬ 
clared substandard.! 


» Filthy or deleterious substances fn food products constitute a violation of the Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act. 
Products containing such substances are ineligible for the purpose of applying this document. 

[F.R. Doc. 66-3678; Filed. Apr. 4, 1966; 8:48 am.] 
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Title 19-CUSTOMS DUTIES 

Chapter I—Bureau of Customs, 
Department of the Treasury 

[T.D. 66-68] 

PART 12—special classes of 
MERCHANDISE 

Wildlife or Eggs Thereof 

Under section 42, title 18. United States 
Code, as amended, the importation of 
certain species of mammals named 
therein, and such other wild mammals, 
wild birds, fish (including mollusks and 
Crustacea) amphibians, reptiles, or the 
offspring or eggs of any of the foregoing 
which the Secretary of the Interior may 
prescribe by regulation to be injurious 
to human beings, to the interests of 
agriculture, horticulture, forestry, or to 
wildlife or the wildlife resources of the 
United States, is prohibited, except as 
may be authorized by the Secretary of 
the Interior. The following amendments 
are made to conform the Customs Regu¬ 
lations to this section, as amended, and 
to the regulations of the Department of 
the Interior which have been promul¬ 
gated thereunder. 

In § 12.26, footnotes 12 and 12a ap¬ 
pended to paragraph (a) are deleted. 
Section 12.26(a) and the first sentence in 
paragraph (b) and subparagraphs (1) 
and (2) thereunder are amended to read 
as follows: 

§ 12.26 Importations of wild animals 
or birds; certain species prohibited; 
permits required. 

(a) (1) The importation into the 
United States, the Commonwealth of 
Puerto Rico, and the territories and 
possessions of the United States of live 
specimens of (i) any species of the so- 
called “flying fox” or fruit bat of the 
genus Pteropus; (ii> any species of mon¬ 
goose or meerkat of the genera Atilax 
Cynictis, Helogale, Herpestes, Ichneu- 
mia, Mungos, and Suricata; (iii)- any 
species of European rabbit of the genus 
Oryctolagus; (iv) any species of Indian 
wild dog, red dog, or dhole of the genus 
Cuon; (v) any species of multimammate 
rat or mouse of the genus Mastymys; (vi) 
any live specimen or egg of the species 
of so-called “pink starling” or “rosy 
pastor” scientifically classified as 
Sturnus roseus; (vii) and such other 
species of wild mammals, wild birds, fish 
(including mollusks and Crustacea), am¬ 
phibians, reptiles, or the offspring or 
eggs of any of the foregoing which the 
Secretary of the Interior may prescribe 
by regulation to be injurious to human 
beings, to the interests of agriculture, 
horticulture, forestry, or to wildlife or 
the wildlife resources of the United 
States, is prohibited, except as may be 
authorized by the issuance of a permit 
by the Director, Bureau of Sport Fish¬ 
eries and Wildlife, Fish and Wildlife 
Service, United States Department of the 
Interior, Washington, D.C., 20240, or his 
authorized representative. If any such 
prohibited specimen is imported, release 
thereof to the importer shall be refused 
unless a proper permit has been issued 
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and immediate exportation or destruc¬ 
tion shall be required. Additional species 
which are prohibited importation with¬ 
out a permit may be published from time 
to time in 50 CFR Part 13. 

(2) A Declaration for Importation of 
Wildlife on Bureau of Sport Fisheries 
and Wildlife Form 3-177 available 
through customs at ports of entry shall 
be required to be filed for all other species 
of live wild mammals, live wild birds, live 
fish, mollusks, and crustaceans or their 
eggs, live amphibians or their eggs, and 
live reptiles or their eggs (except game 
mammals imported from Mexico, migra¬ 
tory birds, psittacine birds, and bald and 
golden eagles, the importation of which 
is governed by other Federal regula¬ 
tions). Such declaration shall be filed 
by the importer or his broker with the 
appropriate customs officer at the port of 
entry where actual customs inspection 
for clearance or release occurs, and shall 
list the name and address of the im¬ 
porter and broker, if any; the name and 
address of the consignor; the number of 
specimens; and the common and scien¬ 
tific names of each species imported. 

(3) Federal agencies may import, 
without a permit from the Bureau of 
Sport Fisheries and Wildlife, any live 
wildlife solely for their own use, except 
bald and golden eagles or their eggs, or 
migratory birds or their eggs, upon the 
filing of the declaration on Bureau of 
Sport Fisheries and Wildlife Form 3-177. 

(b) Permits are required for the im¬ 
portation of wild animals and birds as 
follows: 

(1) Wild birds protected by the Migra¬ 
tory Bird Treaty Act (16 U.S.C. 703-711) 
and the regulations promulgated there¬ 
under (50 CFR Part 10), may be imported 
from foreign countries for scientific, 
propagating, or other limited purposes 
only under permits issued by the Bureau 
of Sport Fisheries and Wildlife, Fish and 
Wildlife Service, United States Depart¬ 
ment of the Interior, Washington, D.C., 
20240. State game departments, munici¬ 
pal game farms or parks, and public 
museums, zoological parks or societies, 
and scientific or educational institutions 
may import migratory birds without a 
permit. Such migratory birds, when im¬ 
ported from Mexico, must be accom¬ 
panied by Mexican export permits (50 
CFR 16.3 and 16.5). 

(2) Game mammals (antelope, moun¬ 
tain sheep, deer, bears, peccaries, 
squirrels, rabbits, and hares), protected 
by the Migratory Bird Treaty Act (16 
U.S.C. 703-711), dead or alive, or their 
parts or products, must be accompanied 
by Mexican export permits (50 CFR 
15.3) when imported from Mexico. 

• * • • • 

(R.S. 161, sec. 1, 62 Stat. 687, as amended; 5 
US.C. 22. 18 US.C. 42) 

§ 12.27 r Amended] 

Footnote 14 appended to § 12.27 is 
amended to read as follows: 

“Whoever delivers, carries, transports, 
ships, by any means whatever, or knowingly 
receives for shipment, to or from any State, 
territory, the District of Columbia, the Com¬ 
monwealth of Puerto Rico, any possession of 
the United States, or any foreign country, 


any wild mammal or bird of any kind, or 
the dead body or parts thereof, or the off¬ 
spring or eggs therefrom, as the case may be. 
which was captured, killed, taken, purchased, 
sold, or otherwise possessed or transported 
in any manner contrary to any Act of Con¬ 
gress or regulation issued pursuant thereto or 
contrary to the laws or regulations of any 
State, territory, the District of Columbia, 
the Commonwealth of Puerto Rico, posses¬ 
sion of the United States, or foreign country; 
or 

“Whoever receives, acquires, or purchases, 
knowingly, any such wUd mammal or bird 
of any kind or the dead body or parts thereof, 
or the offspring or eggs therefrom, which was 
so transported, delivered, carried or shipped 
by any means whatsoever, as aforesaid; or 
“Whoever, having acquired any of the fore¬ 
going properties which was so transported, 
delivered, carried, or shipped by any means 
whatever, as aforesaid, makes any false rec¬ 
ord. account, label or identification thereof; 
or 

“Whoever imports from or exports to Mexi¬ 
co any game mammal, dead or alive, or parts 
or products thereof, except under permit or 
authorization of the Secretary of the Interior, 
in accordance with regulations issued by 
him and approved by the President— 

“Shall be fined not more than $500 or im¬ 
prisoned not more than six months, or both; 
and the wild animals or birds, or the dead 
bodies or parts thereof, or the eggs of such 
birds, shall be forfeited" (18 U.S.C. 43). 

“Whoever ships, transports, carries, brings 
or conveys in interstate or foreign commerce 
any package containing wild animals or birds, 
or the dead bodies or parts thereof, without 
plainly marking, labeling, or tagging such 
package with the names and addresses of the 
shipper and consignee and with an accurate 
statement showing the contents by number 
and kind; or 

“Whoever ships, transports, carries, brings 
or conveys in interstate commerce, any pack¬ 
age containing migratory birds Included in 
any convention to which the United States 
is a party, without marking, labeling, or tag¬ 
ging such package as prescribed in such 
convention, or Act of Congress, or regulation 
thereunder; or 

“Whoever ships, transports, carries, brings 
or conveys in interstate commerce any pack¬ 
age containing furs, hides, or skins of wild 
animals without plainly marking, labeling, 
or tagging such package with the names and 
addresses of the shipper and consignee— 
“Shall be fined not more than $500 or im¬ 
prisoned not more than six months, or both, 
and the shipment shall be forfeited’' (18 
U.S.C. 44). 

“Any employee authorized by the Secretary 
of the Interior to enforce sections 43 and 44 
of this title, and any officer of the customs, 
may arrest any person violating said sections 
in his presence or view, and may execute any 
warrant or other process issued by an officer 
or court of competent Jurisdiction to enforce 
the provisions of said sections" (18 U.S.C. 
3054). 

“Any employee authorized by the Secre¬ 
tary of the Interior to enforce sections 43 and 
44 of this title, and any officer of the customs, 
shall have authority to execute any warrant 
to search for and seize any property used or 
possessed in violation of said sections and 
property so seized shall be held by him or by 
the U S. marshal pending disposition thereof 
by the court" (18 U.S.C. 3112). 

§ 12.29 [Amended] 

Section 12.29(c) is amended to read as 
follows: f 

(c) The importation of the eggs oi 
wild nongame birds is prohibited except 
as dead natural history specimens for 
museum or scientific collection pur¬ 
poses. 1 ^ The eggs of migratory bira* 
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may be imported for propagating pur¬ 
poses or for scientific and other limited 
purposes under permits issued by the 
Bureau of Sport Fisheries and Wildlife, 
Fish and Wildlife Service, U.S. Depart¬ 
ment of the Interior, Washington, D.C., 
20240. State game departments, munici¬ 
pal game farms or parks, and public 
museums, zoological parks or societies, 
and scientific or educational institutions 
may import the eggs o f mi gratory birds 
without a permit (50 CFR 16.3). The 
eggs of certain game or migratory birds 
imported for ha telling, such as ducks, 
geese, swans, turkeys, pigeons, doves, 
pheasant, grouse, partridges, quail, 
guinea fowl, and pea fowl, are subject to 
the regulations of the Animal Inspection 
and Quarantine Division, Agricultural 
Research Service, U.S. Department of 
Agriculture, Washington, D.C., 20250."* 
Such regulations require that permits, 
except for eggs from Canada offered for 
entry at certain land border ports, must 
be obtained before the eggs are shipped 
from the country of origin and that all 
eggs shall be accompanied by a certificate 
Lsued by a national government vet¬ 
erinarian of the country of origin and in¬ 
spected at a designated port of entry. 

Footnote 16a is amended to read 
See 50 CFR 13.6.” 

(Sec. 624. 46 Stat. 759, 77A Stat. 14. 29; 19 
U.S.C. 1624, 1202 (gen. hdnote. 11, sch. 1, pt. 
4E. hdnote. 1)) 

[seal! Edwin F. Rains, 

Acting Commissioner of Customs. 

Approved: March 28, 1966. 

True Davis, 

Assistant Secretary of 
Vie Treasury . 

\FH. Doc. 66-3607; Filed, Apr. 4, 1966; 

8:46 ajn.J 


RULES AND REGULATIONS 

[TD. 66-74] 

PART 12—SPECIAL CLASSES OF 
MERCHANDISE 

Coffee Grown in Member Country of 
International Coffee Agreement and 
Shipped to United States Via Non¬ 
member Country or Area 

Pursuant to section 12.70(b) of the 
Customs Regulations issued under section 
2 of the International Coffee Agreement 
Act of 1965 (19 U.S.C. 1356a), coffee im¬ 
ported into the United States from other 
member countries of the International 
Coffee Agreement is required to be cov¬ 
ered by a valid certificate of origin or re¬ 
export in the form prescribed under the 
Agreement. The International Coffee 
Organization has recently amended the 
instructions applicable to coffee grown in 
a member country of the Agreement 
which is shipped to another member 
country from a nonmember country or 
area to require that such shipments must 
be covered by certificates of origin or 
reexport. This instruction is effective 
as of April 1, 1966. Therefore, § 12.70 
is amended as follows: 

Paragraph (a) is amended to read: 

(a) Effective date. The regulations in 
this section shall apply to coffee exported 
on and after July 1,1965, from a country 
which is a member of the International 
Coffee Agreement of 1962 (14 UST 1911) 
and to coffee arriving from a nonmember 
country or area which was grown in a 
member country and shipped from the 
nonmember country or area on and after 
April 1, 1966, and shall continue in effect 
during all times that the International 
Coffee Agreement and the International 
Coffee Agreement Act of 1965 (79 Stat. 
112) remain in force and effect. 
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Paragraph (b) is amended by adding 
“and no coffee grown in a member coun¬ 
try and shipped from a nonmember 
country or area” following “International 
Coffee Convention of 1962" in the first 
sentence. As amended the sentence 
reads: “No coffee imported from a coun¬ 
try which is a member of the Interna¬ 
tional Coffee Agreement of 1962 and no 
coffee grown in a member country and 
arriving from a nonmember country or 
area shall be admitted to entry for con¬ 
sumption in the customs territory of the 
United States unless there is presented 
for such coffee a valid certificate of 
origin or certificate of reexport pre¬ 
scribed under the Agreement, or unless a 
bond for the production of a proper cer¬ 
tificate is filed as provided in paragraph 
(d) of this section.” 

(Sec. 2, 79 Stat. 112; 19 UJS.C. 1356a.) 

Since these amendments are for the 
purpose of carrying out instructions of 
the International Coffee Organization 
made effective from April 1, 1966, notice 
and public procedure thereon under sec¬ 
tion 4 of the Administrative Procedure 
Act (5 U.S.C. 1003) are unnecessary, Im¬ 
practicable, and contrary to the public 
interest and good cause is found for dis¬ 
pensing with a delayed effective date. 

[seal] Lester D. Johnson, 

Commissioner of Customs. 

Approved: April 1,1966. 

True Davis, 

Assistant Secretary of 
the Treasury. 

IF.R. Doc. 66-3708; FUed, Apr. 1, 1966; 

5:02 pjn ] 
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Proposed Rule Making 


DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE 

Consumer and Marketing Service 
[ 7 CFR Part 987 ] 

DOMESTIC DATES PRODUCED OR 
PACKED IN DESIGNATED AREA OF 
CALIFORNIA 

Proposed Realignment of Representa¬ 
tion on Date Administrative Com¬ 
mittee 

Notice is hereby given of a proposal to 
revise 5 987.122 of Subpart—Adminis¬ 
trative Rules and Regulations regarding 
realignment of representation on the 
Date Administrative Committee pursuant 
to § 987.22 of the marketing agreement, 
as amended, and Order No. 987, as 
amended (7 CFR Part 987), regulating 
the handling of domestic dates produced 
or packed in a designated area of Cali¬ 
fornia, effective under the Agricultural 
Marketing Agreement Act of 1937, as 
amended (7 U.S.C. 601-674). 

All persons who desire to submit 
written data, views, or arguments in con¬ 
nection with the aforesaid proposal 
should file the same, in quadruplicate, 
with the Hearing Clerk. U.S. Department 
of Agriculture, Room 112, Administration 
Building, Washington, D.C., 20250, not 
later than the eighth day after the pub¬ 
lication of this notice in the Federal 
Register. All written submissions made 
pursuant to this notice will be made 
available for public inspection at the 
office of the Hearing Clerk during regular 
business hours (7 CFR 1.27(b)). 

Section 987.22(a) prescribes for the 
three industry groups, in subparagraphs 
(1), (2). and (3) thereof, respectively, 
representation on a seven-member Date 
Administrative Committee on the basis 
of tonnage handled. Section 987.22(b) 
requires a realignment of the representa¬ 
tion whenever the Secretary finds that 
any change in tonnage handled in a 
group is equivalent to more than one- 
half of the basic 14.28 percent (one- 
seventh) for a member, and thereafter 
nominations and selections of members 
and alternates in that group shall be in 
accordance with such realignment. Such 
a finding was made, and the Committee 
membership realigned in accordance 
therewith, effective June 25, 1964. That 
realignment resulted in a Committee of 
eight members, with changes as follows: 
(1) An increase from the then current 
three members to six members in the 
representation for the group specified in 
§ 987.22(a) (2); and (2) a decrease from 
the then current three members to one 
member in the representation for the 
group specified in § 987.22(a) (3). 

Pursuant to § 987.22(b) and on the 
basis of the quantity of dates certified 
for handling or further processing dur¬ 


ing the current crop year through Feb¬ 
ruary 28, 1966, the group specified in 
§ 987.22(a) (2) may be entitled to only 
five members, rather than the present 
six members. The representation for 
the other two groups would remain the 
same, at one each, with the total mem¬ 
bership being reduced to seven. 

The proposal is to revise § 987.122 of 
Subpart—Administrative Rules and 
Regulations so as to realign the repre¬ 
sentation on the Date Administrative 
Committee, and as so revised to read as 
follows: 

§ 987.122 Realignment of representa¬ 
tion on the Date Administrative Com¬ 
mittee. 

The representation or membership on 
the Committee is realigned pursuant to 
§ 987.22(b) to provide as follows: 

(a) As to the group specified in 
5 987.22(a)(1), one member from han¬ 
dlers, each of whom produced during 
the then current crop year to February 
28 at least 51 percent of all of the dates 
handled by him during such period, and 
producers, each of whom delivered to 
such handlers during the then current 
crop year to February 28 at least 50 per¬ 
cent of his deliveries to all handlers dur¬ 
ing such period. 

(b) As to the group specified in 
5 987.22(a)(2), five members from co¬ 
operative marketing associations of 
whom two shall be employees and serve 
as handler members of the Committee, 
and three shall be from among the pro¬ 
ducer members of such associations. 

(c) As to the group specified in 
5 987.22(a)(3), one member from all 
other handlers and producers. 

Dated: March 31,1966. 

F. L. Southerland, 

Acting Director, 
Fruit and Vegetable Division. 

(F.R. Doc. 66-3613; Filed. Apr. 4, 1966; 

8:46 a.m.J 


[ 7 CFR Part 1001, etc. 1 

MASSACHUSETTS-RHODE ISLAND 
MILK MARKETING AREA, ETC. 

Decision on Proposed Amendments to 
Tentative Marketing Agreements 
and to Orders 

Pursuant to the provisions of the Agri¬ 
cultural Marketing Agreement Act of 
1937, as amended (7 U.S.C. 601 et seq.), 
and the applicable rules of practice and 
procedure, governing the formulation of 
marketing agreements and marketing 
orders (7 CFR Part 900), a public hear¬ 
ing was held at Washington, D.C., March 
10-12, 1966, on proposed amendments to 
the tentative marketing agreements and 
orders regulating the handling of milk 
in each of the marketing areas specified 


as follows, pursuant to notice thereof 
issued on March 1, 1966 (31 F.R. 3465): 


7 CFR 
Part 

Marketing Area 

Docket Nos. 

1001 

M assochusotts-Rhode 
Island. 

AO 14-A37. 

1002 

New York-New Jersey. 

AO 71-A47. 

1003 

Washington, D.C_. 

AO 293 A12. 

1004 

Delaware Valley. 

AO 160-A 30. 

1005 

Tri-State.. 

AO 177-A25. 

1008 

Wheeling-- 

AO 26S-A9. 

1009 

Clarksburg. 

AO 268-A9. 

1011 

Appalachian. 

AO 251-A6. 

1012 

Tamna Ray. 

Southeastern Florida. 

AO 347-A2. 

1013 

AO 286-A9. 

1015 

Connecticut. 

AO 305-A11. 

1016 

Upper Chesapeake Bay- 

Cincinnati_— 

AO 312-AS. 

1033 

AO 106-A31. 

1034 

Dayton -Springfield.. 

AO 175-A 22 

1035 

Columbus.. - 

AO 170-A19. 

1036 

Northeastern Ohio. 

AO 179-A25. 

1040 

Southern M ichigan. 

Northwestern Ohio. 

AO 225-A15. 

1041 

AO 72-A27. 

1043 

Upstate Michigan. 

AO 247-A8 

1046 

Louisville-Lexlngton- 

EvansviUe. 

AO 123-A 29. 

1047 

Fort Wayne.. 

AO 33-A32. 

1048 

Youngstown-Warren__ 

AO 325-A5. 

1049 

Indianapolis.. 

Now Orleans. 

AO 319-A6 

1094 

AO IQ3-A22. 

1101 

Knoxville,. 

AO 105-A13. 

1103 

Mississippi. 

AO 346-A1. 


Preliminary statement: The aforesaid 
public hearing was one of three regional 
hearings held during the period March 
9-12, 1966. at which the same issues 
with respect to all Federal milk orders 
were considered. 

At the same time the hearings were 
announced, action was also taken to 
suspend certain provisions of 36 (affect¬ 
ing 45) of the 74 milk orders to forestall 
normal seasonal declines in Class I milk 
prices pending consideration in hearing 
of proposals to increase Class I milk 
prices in all Federal order markets. The 
suspension orders are being terminated 
in a separate action. 

The material issues on the record of 
the hearing related to: 

1. The appropriate level of Class I 
prices for coming months; and 

2. The need for emergency action. 

Findings and conclusions: The follow¬ 
ing findings and conclusions on the ma¬ 
terial issues are based on evidence pre¬ 
sented at the healing and the record 
thereof: 

1. Class I prices. The Class I price in 
each market that does not have a sea¬ 
sonal Class I pricing formula, should be 
not less than the April Class I price for 
the period from the effective date of this 
amendment through June 1966. For 
those markets (except Delaware Valley. 
Upper Chesapeake Bay. Washington, 
D.C., Massachusetts-Rhode Island, and 
Connecticut) where seasonal pricing ap¬ 
plies, the Class I price should be in¬ 
creased 22 cents per hundredweight 
through the period of seasonally low 
Class I differentials (June or July, as 
the case may be). 

In the Delaware Valley market, where 
prices move by increments (brackets) of 
20 cents per hundredweight, no amend- 
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ment should be made in view of the is¬ 
suance of a suspension order to achieve 
through June a price level 20 cents higher 
than would result from normal operation 
of the Class I price formula. In the 
Upper Chesapeake Bay and Washington, 
D C., markets a price of $5.62 should be 
established through June which will re¬ 
sult in a 22-cent increase over the mini¬ 
mum level otherwise produced by the 
pricing formula. In the Massachusetts- 
Rhode Island and Connecticut markets 
the Class I prices (201-210 mile zone) 
should be established at a level of $5.71 
through April and at a level of $5.27 for 
May and June. 

These price adjustments are necessary 
because of the general declines in pro¬ 
ducer milk deliveries and the higher level 
of Class I use of producer milk than a 

year ago. 

Hearing proposals: Producer repre¬ 
sentatives in the 26 order markets par¬ 
ticipating in the Washington hearing 
submitted testimony on a variety of pro¬ 
posals for increasing the Class I prices 
in amounts ranging, most frequently, 
from 20 to 45 cents above the order prices 
that otherwise would prevail (absent the 
suspension action effective Mar. 2, 1966). 
As proposed, the increases in the various 
markets would be effective from periods 
of several months, such as April through 
June 1966, or for periods up to a year, 
through March 1967. Proponents in the 
various markets emphasized that any 
Class I price increase resulting from the 
healing should be similar for all orders 
and should not disturb the alignment of 
prices among orders. 

The 45-cent increase, which was pro¬ 
posed by a number of cooperatives, was 
arrived at on the basis that it is the 
maximum seasonal change in Class I dif¬ 
ferentials effective in orders having sea¬ 
sonal pricing patterns. Such seasonal 
changes in Class I differentials in the 
various orders were suspended March 2, 
1966, to prevent seasonal price declines 
pending the outcome of this hearing and 
similar hearings on other orders. 

Of the 26 markets at the Washington 
hearing, 13 were unaffected by the March 
2 suspension. The Class I differential in 
these markets is the same in each month 
of the year. Producers in eight order 
markets (Columbus. Cincinnati, Dayton- 
Springfield, Tri-State, Indianapolis, Fort 
Wayne, Clarksburg, and Wheeling). with 
uniform Class I differentials requested 
that such differentials be increased 40 
cents. This amount was requested on 
the assumption that the March 2 sus¬ 
pension or something comparable to it 
would be continued in the markets with 
seasonal pricing patterns. The 40-cent 
r ate, it is claimed, would maintain rea¬ 
sonably the necessary and appropriate 
alignment of prices between their mar¬ 
kets and the markets with the seasonal 
pricing patterns. 

Under the two Florida orders, Class I 
Prices do not change seasonally. Florida 
Producers proposed that the Southeast¬ 
ern Florida Class I price be increased 30- 
35 cents and that the supply-demand 
Adjustment in that order be suspended. 
1X1 196 5, that supply-demand adjustor 
averaged minus 23 cents. The Florida 
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producers likewise proposed that the 
Tampa Bay price be fixed at 20-25 cents 
less than that for Southeastern Florida. 
Since the Tampa Bay order became ef¬ 
fective January 1, 1966, the Class I price 
under the two orders has been the same 
in each month. 

A further proposal of the Florida pro¬ 
ducers was that if the price under the 
Chicago order is established on a basic 
formula other than the Minnesota-Wis- 
consin price series, the Southeastern 
Florida price should be not less than the 
Chicago Class I price plus transporta¬ 
tion from the Midwest to Florida. Flor¬ 
ida producers argued that a price increase 
is needed because the two Florida order 
markets are deficit markets and the cost 
of imported milk f.o.b. their marketing 
area is greater than the order Class I 
price. 

The Louisville-Lexington-Evansville 
producers would establish the Class I 
price floor under that order at a stated 
$5.20 instead of adding a specified 
amount to its uniform Class I differen¬ 
tial. The $5.20 represents a 28-cent in¬ 
crease above the February 1966 Class I 
price and 15 cents above the March 1966 
Class I price. Producers maintained 
that a price increase is needed to main¬ 
tain a level of production necessary to 
insure that an adequate supply of milk 
will be available in the fall months of 
the year. 

Knoxville producers proposed that the 
Knoxville Class I differential, which is 
now $1.50 each month, be the same as 
the Appalachian order differential. The 
Class I differential in the Appalachian 
order averages $1.93 annually and, as 
proposed in this hearing by producers in 
the Appalachian market, would be in¬ 
creased further. Spokesmen for the 
Knoxville producers claim that an in¬ 
crease to the level of the Appalachian 
order price is necessary for appropriate 
alignment between the two markets. 

The major producer associations in 
the Southern Michigan order proposed a 
price increase of 95 cents. This, they 
claim, would establish a price under the 
order that approximates the Class I price 
which they obtain from handlers by ne¬ 
gotiation. It is alleged that the 95-cent 
Increase will tend to insure the mainte¬ 
nance of an adequate supply of milk for 
the market. It was also stated that a 
similar price increase is necessary to in¬ 
sure an adequate supply for the Upstate 
Michigan order market. 

Producers for the Northwestern Ohio 
market requested that the same 40-cent 
increase requested by other Ohio order 
producers become effective April 1. 

Northeastern Ohio, the largest of the 
Ohio markets, has a seasonal pattern of 
Class I differentials. The producer pro¬ 
posal for this market would increase the 
Class I price as much as 80 cents in April 
through July 1966. As proposed, the 
Class I diffeiential would be increased 
from $1.40 to $1.95, and the supply-de¬ 
mand formula, which frequently is effec¬ 
tive at its maximum deduction of 25 
cents, would be suspended. The March 2 
suspension provided a 40-cent increase 
in the Class I price for that month and 
producers claimed the maintenance of 
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this and the additional amounts re¬ 
quested are necessary to insure produc¬ 
tion for the market. Producers in the 
Youngstown-Warren market, where 
Class I pricing provisions are tied di¬ 
rectly to the Northeastern Ohio Class I 
prices, requested that any increase in the 
Northeastern Ohio order Class I price be 
applicable to their market. 

The Appalachian order Class I price 
was increased 44 cents by the March 2 
suspension. This is the difference be¬ 
tween its low seasonal differential of $1.67 
for March through July and the $2.11 
for other months. Producers’ proposal 
at the hearing was that the Class I price 
be maintained at an annual average Class 
I differential of $2.1 l; 

Producer spokesmen for the New Or¬ 
leans and Mississippi markets requested 
that their Class I prices be increased 40 
cents in order to insure that production 
for these markets would not decline 
further. 

The 20-cent increase in the Delaware 
Valley Class I price for April. May and 
June 1966 proposed by producers would 
obtain a $5.80 Class I price. It was 
further urged that the Class I prices in 
the Washington and Upper Chesapeake 
Bay order in these months be the same 
as Delaware Valley Class I price. This 
would be a 40-cent Class I price increase 
in the Washington and Upper Chesa¬ 
peake Bay orders. Producers’ spokes¬ 
men in all these markets emphasized the 
importance of the alignment of prices 
between these markets and the larger 
nearby New York-New Jersey market. 

The proposals of the producer groups 
in the major markets in the Northeast 
would generally increase the New York- 
New Jersey and New England order Class 
I prices about 45 cents for periods 
ranging from April through June 1966, 
and, most frequently, from April 1966 
through March 1967. Proposals by some 
associations in these markets would ob¬ 
tain even further increases, upwards of 
30 cents, by suspending supply-demand 
and other class formula provisions in 
these orders for as long as 6 months. 
New England producer representatives 
stressed, however, the importance of 
close price alignment of their markets 
with the New York-New Jersey market. 

The principal handler spokesmen in 
the northeastern order markets opposed 
any increase in Class I prices in their 
markets based on this hearing. They 
contended that no emergency exists in 
the Northeast and that there is no basis 
for one hearing for all markets instead 
of separate hearings based on the condi¬ 
tions in each individual market. They 
stated that there is no actual shortage of 
milk for Class I uses in the Northeast, 
citing the relatively lower Class I utiliza¬ 
tion for the Northeast markets in the 
aggregate and the relatively high pro¬ 
duction for 1965 compared to other years. 

General production conditions: Milk 
production in the United States has been 
below a year earlier each month since 
April 1965. From April through July, 
production was down about one percent 
from a year earlier, but beginning with a 
drop of nearly 2 percent in August from 
the previous year, the decline in produc- 
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tion has accelerated. Total U.S. milk 
production was below the corresponding 
month of the previous year by the follow¬ 


ing percentages: 

Year and month 

1965 Percent 

August _ 1.8 

September _- 2.6 

October_-_ 3.1 

November _ 3. 6 

December_— 5.1 

1966 

January_ 5.3 

February_ 6. 8 


The decline In milk production from 
the year before is greatest in the West 
North Central States where February 
output was down at least 10 percent in 
each State except Missouri, February 
production was down 4 percent in New 
York and 4 percent or more in each of the 
East North Central States. Production 
was below a year earlier in 31 States and 
equal to a year ago in 10 States. There 
were gains over last year in only nine 
States which account for about 8 percent 
of total U.S. milk production. 

The drop in milk production is due pri¬ 
marily to the reduction in numbers of 
milk cows on farms. Milk cows on farms 
were 4 percent fewer in December 1965 
than in December 1964. During the last 
half of 1965, milk cows were eliminated 
from herds at the rate of 79 thousand 
per month whereas the rate at which 
milk cows were reduced in the last half 
of 1964 was 30,000 per month. The de¬ 
cline in number of milk cows u T as caused 
by higher culling rates and fewer heifer 
calves kept for milk production. 

A halt in the longtime uptrend in milk 
production per cow also contributed to 
the decline in milk production. The 
U.S. average milk output per cow in 
February was down 2 pounds from a 
year earlier—January average output 
was the same as a year earlier and De¬ 
cember milk production per cow was only 
1 pound more than in December 1964. 
In contrast, milk output per cow during 
the first quarter of 1965 was nearly 3 
percent greater than in the first quarter 
of 1964. 

The reduction in milk cow numbers is 
attributed largely to relatively high beef 
and hog prices. Higher meat prices 
have induced more culling of older cows 
as well as the slaughtering of more veal 
calves. Also, the higher beef and hog 
prices have encouraged some farmers to 
shift farm resources from dairy to meat 
production. 

The generally tight supply of labor for 
dairy farms has caused many fanners, 
particularly older farmers, to discontinue 
dairying. Farm wage rates are well 
above last year and the supply of avail¬ 
able workers is down. Off-farm em¬ 
ployment opportunities apparently are 
attracting many workers ordinarily 
employed on dairy farms. The draft 
calls for young men for military service 
also have reduced the labor supply. 

The drop in milk output per cow 
has occurred in spite of higher feeding 
rates and more favorable milk-feed 
price ratios. In February the milk-feed 
price ratio was 1.47, up 4 percent from 
a year earlier and 3 percent from the 


February 1960-64 average. Reported 
feeding rates from grains and concen¬ 
trates averaged 10.2 pounds per cow on 
February 1. This was 4 percent more 
than the 9.8 pounds fed a year earlier 
and 21 percent above the 1960-64 aver¬ 
age. In some areas, dairymen reported 
feed supplies this year do not contain 
their normal nutrient value. 

Although milk production is currently 
running more than 5 percent below last 
year, fluid milk sales are up, reflecting 
the demands of 2 million more con¬ 
sumers since last year. Sales of fluid 
whole milk in city markets during 1965 
averaged 1 percent above sales in 1964. 
Sales in January 1966 were 2 percent 
higher than a year earlier. The in¬ 
creased sales of fluid milk, coupled with 
the decreased total milk production re¬ 
sulted in a smaller supply of milk for 
manufactured dairy products. As a con¬ 
sequence, stocks of dairy products held 
by the U.S. Government are negligible 
at the present time, a condition which 
has not prevailed for several years. 

The production of butter and nonfat 
dry milk has reflected the reduced sup¬ 
ply situation to the greatest extent. 
Butter production in January was down 
25 percent from a year ago and nonfat 
dry milk production was down 30 per¬ 
cent. American cheese production was 
down 7 percent. Higher market prices 
for cheese relative to butter channeled 
milk from the manufacture of butter and 
nonfat dry milk to cheese production. 

The higher prices of manufactured 
dairy products and the tight supply has 
generated active competition for sup- 
plies'on the part of manufacturing milk 
plants. The average price paid for 
manufacturing grade milk in Minnesota 
and Wisconsin ranged from $3.20 to 
$3.25 in the months January through 
August 1965. It advanced steadily dur¬ 
ing the remainder of the year to $3.47 in 
December. In 1966 the average climbed 
from $3.47 in January to $3.58 in Febru¬ 
ary. The February price was 36 cents 
above the average price paid in February 
1965. 

Federal order production: Federal 
milk orders account for about 70 percent 
of the milk eligible for fluid use in the 
United States and for about two-thirds 
of total fluid milk and cream sales. 
Such orders price also about 30 percent 
of all milk used in manufactured milk 
products. The price levels effective un¬ 
der such orders therefore have a highly 
significant effect upon the level of milk 
production nationally and upon dairy 
farmers* * incomes. 

For the year 1965 producer deliveries 
of milk to Federal order handlers 
amounted to 54.4 billion pounds, 0.4 per¬ 
cent over 1964. Daily deliveries for all 
Federal order markets averaged 943 
pounds per producer in 1965, or 6 percent 
over a year earlier, while the average 
annual increase for 1960-64 was 8 per¬ 
cent. The average number of producers 
with milk covered by the orders declined 
6 percent in 1965 from 1964, approxi¬ 
mately offsetting the smaller than aver¬ 
age gain in deliveries per producer. 

Deliveries used in Class I were 34.6 
billion pounds, or 2.1 percent higher than 


in 1964. The 67 order markets (with no 
significant changes In their marketing 
areas) in effect in all of 1964 and 1965 
accounted for four-fifths of the gain in 
Class I use. However, the six expanded 
(or noncomparable) markets accounted 
for nine-tenths of the gain in producer 
deliveries. For the 67 comparable mar¬ 
kets, total producer deliveries for the 
year were unchanged, compared with a 
Class I sales increase of 1.8 percent. 
Regionally, the percentage of producer 
deliveries used in Class I increased for 
regulated markets in the South Atlantic, 
East North Central, and West North 
Central regions; did not change signifi¬ 
cantly in New England, Middle Atlantic, 
and Mountain markets; and were slightly 
lower in the East South Central, West 
South Central, Southern, and Pacific 
markets. 1 

The general downward trend in pro¬ 
ducer deliveries in Federal order markets, 
the extent of w’hich is not fully revealed 
by 1965 annual figures, is emphasized by 
delivery data for the late months of last 
year. A general slackening in deliveries 
from a year earlier began in August 1965, 
and has continued for each subsequent 
month, with higher rates of decline dur¬ 
ing the recent months of November 1965 
through February. Total producer 
deliveries in recent months compare 
with the corresponding month a year 
earlier as follows: 

Vear and month 


1965 Percent 

August_—0.9 

September_ —1.1 

October___—0. 9 

November_—2.6 

December_—2.9 

1966 

January_—3. 9 

February__—2. 9 


The decline in producer deliveries has 
been particularly severe in the East 
North Central markets which includes 
Chicago, the major market in this group. 
For example, producer deliveries in the 
Chicago market as compared with the 
same month a year earlier were down 

1.4 percent in August, 6.5 percent in Sep¬ 
tember, 6.9 percent in October. 10.5 per¬ 
cent in November. 12.9 percent in De¬ 
cember, and 12.6 percent in January.* 
For the entire “Western Group’* as a 
whole deliveries were down 2.4 percent 
in August, 5.9 percent in September, 7.5 
percent in October, 8.6 percent in No¬ 
vember, 10.5 percent in December, and 
8.8 percent in January. 

A substantial decline likewise has oc¬ 
curred in the Northern group of markets 
in the West North Central region, which 
includes those markets in Minnesota, 
South Dakota. Iowa, and Nebraska. This 
region shows declines from the year be¬ 
fore of 1.3 percent in August, 4.5 percent 
in September, 7.0 percent in October, 

7.4 percent in November, 8.2 percent in 
December, and 8.5 percent in January. 


* Regions referred to in this discussion 
those specified in Federal Milk Order Market 
Statistics, issued by Dairy Division. C&M&- 
US. Department of Agriculture (e.g., Hear¬ 
ing Exhibit No. 11). 

* Percentages also reflect changes in Nortn- 
western Indiana, a closely related market. 
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The declines in major Iowa markets have 
been even more severe than for this group 
as a whole. Aggregate producer deliv¬ 
eries in January in all Federal order 
markets were 3.9 percent under the Jan¬ 
uary 1965 level. The declines are wide¬ 
spread, taking place in most of the larger 
markets, with all regions but the East 
South Central and West South Central 
reflecting decreases in January from last 
year. 

Producer milk in Class I continues to 
increase as the result of both greater 
demand and declining producer deliv¬ 
eries. Percentage changes in producer 
milk in Class I compared with the cor¬ 
responding months the year before have 
been as follows since August: * 


Year and month 


1965 

August- 

September_ 

Percent 

_4-0.9 

4-1. A 

October_ 

_-0.8 

November_ 

-4-5.1 

December _ 

-4-3.4 

1966 

January_ 

_4-3.3 

February_ 

.4-3.9 


In January, an increase in Class I 
utilization took place in 53 markets, while 
12 showed a decrease and seven show r ed 
no change. Gains in percentage of use 
in Class I over January 1965 generally 
were greatest in the East North Central, 
West North Central (northern), and 
Southern areas. While for the entire 
group of order markets total Class I use 
averaged 68 percent of producer deliver¬ 
ies in January (5 percent up from Janu¬ 
ary 1965), 33 markets exceeded 80 per¬ 
cent utilization in such month (not 
generally included among low production 
months) compared with 23 markets in 
January a year ago. In February 67 per¬ 
cent of producer deliveries was used in 
Class I in all markets as compared to 63 
percent in February 1965. In this most 
recent month for which data are avail¬ 
able, 37 markets had Class I utilization 
of 80 percent or higher as against 26 in 
February last year. 

In 24 of the 26 order markets for which 
the Class I price proposal was considered 
at the Washington hearing, comparable 
statistical data are available for the same 
month a year earlier. (The Tampa Bay 
order became effective January 1966 and 
the Mississippi order in May 1965.) The 
approximately 32 billion pounds of milk 
Pooled under the 24 orders in 1965 was 
about 60 percent of the milk pooled un¬ 
der all Federal orders during the year. 

More than 20 percent of milk pooled 
in all orders is in the New York-New Jer¬ 
sey order pool. The production area for 
this market overlaps the milksheds of 
the other order markets in the Northeast, 
including the New England order mar¬ 
kets, Delaware Valley, Washington, and 
Upper Chesapeake Bay. The 11.76 bil¬ 
lion pounds of milk in the New York-New 
Jersey pool in 1965 is 1.4 percent above 
the 11.64 billion pounds in 1964. How¬ 
ler, in the 4 months beginning with No¬ 
vember 1965, there has been a sharp fall- 
mg off of production. Since January 


"2 comparable markets. January 1966; 67 
comparable markets, August-December 1965. 


1965, the largest increase in production 
over the same month a year ago was 6.0 
percent in January 1965 over January 
1964. The biggest decline in any month 
was the 5.8 percent drop in January 1966 
from the year earlier. The percentages 
by which the New York-New Jersey pro¬ 
ducer deliveries changed from the same 
month a year earlier in January 1965 
through February 1966 are as follows: 


Year and month 


1965 

Percent 

January -- 

_ 6.0 

February _ 

_ 5.5 

March__ 

_ 5.1 

April .. 

. 3.4 

May --— _ 

_ .3 

June _ 

_—1.0 

July_— 

_ 1.4 

August _ 

__ _ —.5 

September_ 

_ .7 

October _ 

. 1.5 

November- 

_-2.5 

December_ 

.-3.7 

1966 

January - 

.-5.8 

February _ 

_-3.4 


Southern Michigan is the major Fed¬ 
eral milk order market in the East North 
Central region and is in close proximity 
to the Ohio and Indiana order markets. 
The 3.91 billion pounds of milk pooled 
under that order in 1965 was but a 1 per¬ 
cent decline from 1964. However, South¬ 
ern Michigan producer deliveries for each 
month since April 1965 have been below 
a year ago. Moreover, the intensity of 
the declinj has been significantly greater 
in each of the months beginning with 
November 1965 than in the preceding 
months. The percentage declines from a 
year ago in November and December 1965 
and January and February 1966 were 
3.4, 4.2, 7.0, and 6.6 percent, respectively. 
The percentages by which Southern 
Michigan producer deliveries changed 
from the same month the year before, 
beginning with January 1965, are as 
follows: 

Year and month 

1965 Percent 


January_ 

February _ __- 

March___ 

April _ 

May___ 

June_ 

July _ 

August- 

September_ 

_ 3.4 

_ .6 

_ .1 

_—1.4 

.-2.0 

_- .3 

_ - .5 

_-2.2 

. —1.2 

October- 

_-1.1 

November_ 

_ -3.4 

December _ 

.-4.2 

1966 

January - 

_ -7.0 

February_ 

_ -6.6 


The declining production for the New 
York-New Jersey and Southern Michigan 
markets is representative of the general 
trend prevailing in the milksheds of the 
order markets considered at the Wash¬ 
ington hearing. 

While annual production for the 24 
markets at the Washington hearing for 
which comparable data are available was 
practically unchanged for the year 1965 
compared to 1964, there was a falling 
off in production in the latter months of 
1965 and this has continued into 1966. 
December 1965 production was 0.5 per¬ 


cent below a year earlier and January 
and February 1966 were 4.0 percent and 
2.7 percent, respectively, below a year 
ago. In January and February 1966, 
producer deliveries in 16 of these 24 mar¬ 
kets were below a year earlier. 

Although production for these markets 
has been declining. Class I sales have 
been on the increase. In 18 of the 24 
markets referred to above. Class I sales 
in January 1966 were above a year ago 
and in February 1966, 16 of the 24 mar¬ 
kets had higher Class I sales than a year 
earlier. For January 1966, total Class I 
sales in the 24 markets were 1.2 percent 
above a year earlier and in February 
1966, 1.9 percent above February 1965. 

Milk prices: The Class I prices for milk 
regulated under all Federal milk orders 
averaged 5 cents higher in each month 
of 1965 than in 1964. 

In January 1966 the average Class I 
price in Federal order markets was up 15 
cents from January 1965. The Febru¬ 
ary Class I average for all order markets 
was 21 cents above the February 1965 
average. On March 1 (before suspension 
actions which became effective March 2) 
Class I prices averaged $5.10, 33 cents 
higher than a year earlier. The aver¬ 
age of all Class I prices for the entire 
month which includes the higher prices 
established by suspension action in some 
markets was $5.22, up 45 cents from the 
$4.77 average for March 1965. 

The increases in Class I prices are 
due primarily to the higher prices being 
paid for manufacturing grade milk. The 
average price paid for manufacturing 
milk in Minnesota and Wisconsin, which 
is a factor used in pricing Class I milk 
in most markets other than those on the 
Atlantic seaboard, was 22 cents higher in 
January 1966 than in January 1965 and 
in February 1966 climbed to 36 cents over 
the February 1965 average. 

Although Class I prices have advanced 
substantially in recent months compared 
to prices in the corresponding month a 
year earlier, we may expect some de¬ 
creases from the present levels in the 
spring months. Some reduction in the 
prices paid for manufacturing grade 
milk normally occurs in response to the 
seasonal increase in milk supplies. How¬ 
ever, the contraseasonal rise in prices 
paid for manufacturing milk in Febru¬ 
ary this year as compared to January 
suggests that the usual seasonal decline 
may be delayed or may not be as sig¬ 
nificant this year. 

Class I prices in the Northeast are not 
tied directly to prices paid for manufac¬ 
turing milk, but the average prices in 
those markets showed somewhat equiva¬ 
lent increases. In New England mar¬ 
kets Class I prices were 22 cents higher 
than a year earlier in January and Feb¬ 
ruary 1966 and in March were 44 cents 
higher than in March 1965. The New 
York-New Jersey Class I price was up 
this year from the corresponding month 
last year; 15 cents in January, 26 cents 
in February, and 29 cents in March. 
The Delaware Valley Class I price in the 
first quarter was the same as a year ear¬ 
lier and the Southeastern Florida price 
likewise was the same except for an in¬ 
crease of six cents in March 1966 com- 
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pared to March 1965. The Washington, 
D.C., and Upper Chesapeake Bay Class I 
prices were eight cents higher in Jan¬ 
uary, 13 cents higher in February, and 
57 cents higher in March (reflecting the 
suspension order) than they were in the 
corresponding months of 1965. 

Supplies of milk throughout the na¬ 
tion and in the Federal milk orders them¬ 
selves have declined markedly in recent 
months. Class I sales in the Federal or¬ 
der markets have in the meantime in¬ 
creased. These supply decreases and 
sales increases have continued at an ac¬ 
celerating rate in recent months despite 
the fact that Class I prices in Federal 
orders have generally advanced. 

In view of the rapid changes which 
have taken place in the national milk 
supply and in the supply-sales relation¬ 
ships in Federal order markets some fore¬ 
stalling of the seasonal price decline this 
year Is desirable. Temporary action to 
maintain Federal order prices at slightly 
higher levels during the next few months 
will assure that the price increases re¬ 
flected recently will be sustained for a 
period long enough to influence the sup¬ 
ply of milk. After this temporary pe¬ 
riod the normal seasonal upturn in prices 
should maintain adequate milk sup¬ 
plies. 

The Class I price formulas used in the 
Federal order system have reacted sub¬ 
stantially, as they are designed to do, 
in response to the supply and demand 
situation which has developed in the milk 
order areas. However, the abruptness 
of the changes which have taken place in 
the supply and sales situation in Fed¬ 
eral milk marketing orders requires 
amendments of the Class I price formulas 
to insure some additional income to dairy 
farmers for a temporary period. This 
action will tend to curb further declines 
in deliveries which as a consequence 
could result in need for higher prices in 
the future. 

It is not necessary, however, in order 
to give assurance of adequate supplies 
for Class I needs in Federal orders to 
maintain the suspension actions which 
were taken on March 2 and these suspen¬ 
sion actions are being terminated. The 
price formulas will thereafter be allowed 
to operate as herein modified. Although 
the formulas have substantially re¬ 
sponded to the changed supply and sales 
situation in the Federal order markets, 
this response is probably not yet com¬ 
plete and, in any case, is not quite suf¬ 
ficient in the present circumstances to 
give assurance of adequate supplies of 
milk in the Federal order markets. 

Accordingly, the orders should be 
amended to provide that in the markets 
with seasonal reduction in Class I prices 
the formulas are restored to operate nor¬ 
mally with the addition of 22 cents each 
month for the period from the effective 
date of this amendment through the pe¬ 
riod (June or July) when the lower sea¬ 
sonal differentials are effective. Such an 
increase at this time will give the assur¬ 
ance dairy farmers need concerning 
levels of Class I prices. 

In those markets where a seasonal de¬ 
cline in the stated differentials is not pro¬ 
vided, it is not feasible to add 22 cents 
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per hundredweight to the customary 
formula. To do so would almost cer¬ 
tainly result in a sizable contraseasonal 
decline in prices in these markets upon 
the expiration of this temporary in¬ 
crease. For this reason, in these markets 
it is feasible only to provide that prices 
in May and June will not be less than the 
April Class I price. This assures that 
even though basic prices may decline in 
a normal pattern during the period of 
seasonally higher production this year. 
Class I prices in these markets will not 
decline as a consequence during this pe¬ 
riod. Normal seasonal changes in basic 
prices will probably prevent a contra¬ 
seasonal decline thereafter. The level 
of basic prices as well as the supply-de¬ 
mand situation In these markets will be 
kept under close scrutiny. If this situa¬ 
tion warrants additional changes in Class 
I prices further hearing will be held. 

It is concluded that no amendment 
should be made to the Delaware Valley 
order. Various adjustments provided by 
the price formula make it impossible to 
move prices in accordance with the pres¬ 
ent bracket system and achieve precisely 
the same increase provided other mar¬ 
kets generally. Moreover, unlike other 
markets, prices in this market are deter¬ 
mined on a quarterly basis. An Increase 
of 20 cents over the level which other¬ 
wise would result from the formula may 
be achieved by suspending a portion of 
the price provisions to produce a price 
of $5.80 for April, May, and June. Sep¬ 
arate action is being taken which will 
have this result. 

In the Massachusetts-Rhode Island 
and Connecticut markets, which also 
have bracketed prices, the 22-cent in¬ 
crease in price provided by the New 
York-New Jersey order amendment will 
almost certainly be reflected automati¬ 
cally to producers under these orders. 
However, to avoid the possibility that this 
might not occur, specified prices are pro¬ 
vided. In the case of these three mar¬ 
kets, revised price announcements by the 
market administrators will be necessary 
in view of the customary announcement 
of Class I prices in advance of the pe¬ 
riod to which they apply. 

The Youngstown-Warren order pro¬ 
vides that its Class I price shall be 10 
cents more than the Northeastern Ohio 
Class I price. Accordingly, the 22-cent 
Class I price increase adopted in this de¬ 
cision for Northeastern Ohio will be ap¬ 
plicable in the Youngstown-Warren or¬ 
der without changing any provisions in 
the latter order. 

In the Northwestern Ohio market no 
price change beyond June is provided 
since by present terms of the order the 
Class I price differentials terminate at 
the end of June this year, requiring fur¬ 
ther hearing review. 

The Washington, D.C., and Upper 
Chesapeake Bay orders, which were 
amended effective March 1, 1966, to pro¬ 
vide for a Class I price of not less than 
$5.40 through June 1966, provide that 
their Class I price may not differ (after 
adjusting for seasonality under the two 
orders) by more than 15 cents from the 
average of the New York-New Jersey and 
Delaware Valley Class I prices. Through 


June 1966, the New York-New Jersey 
Class I price will be increased 22 cents 
by this decision and the Delaware Valley 
Class I price will be maintained at 20 
cents above its normal level. A Wash¬ 
ington, D.C., and Upper Chesapeake Bay 
Class I price of $5.62 from the effective 
date of this proposed amendment 
through June 1966, which is 22 cents 
higher than the $5.40 specified in the 
temporary amendments, will insure an 
alignment of the Washington, D.C., and 
Upper Chesapeake Bay Class I prices 
with those provided by the amendments 
to the other orders. Unless the Class 
I prices in Washington, D.C., and Upper 
Chesapeake Bay are specified in this way, 
it is possible that the effect of the in¬ 
creases proposed for New York-New 
Jersey and Delaware Valley Class I prices 
could cause an unintended additional 
increase in the Class I prices in Wash¬ 
ington, D.C., and Upper Chesapeake Bay. 

The amendments to these orders 
should be made effective at the earliest 
possible date even though it may not be 
at the beginning of the monthly account¬ 
ing periods. There will be little differ¬ 
ence in returns to producers whether the 
Class I prices are prorated over the 
month’s utilization based on the number 
of days each price was effective or 
whether two accounting periods In the 
same month are established. Each 
handler should be given the option of 
either filing two reports for the month or 
having the two Class I prices prorated 
according to the number of days within 
the month for which the different price 
levels were effective. The option chosen 
by the handler should be indicated at the 
time of filing his report of receipts and 
utilization. 

Contract milk: The Class I prices 
adopted herein should apply equally to 
all Class I milk including milk disposed 
of to governmental agencies on a con¬ 
tract basis. 

Proprietary handlers generally took 
the position that, if Class I prices were 
raised as a result of the hearing, special 
provision should be made to exempt from 
the price increase certain contracts en¬ 
tered into prior to the hearing. These 
would include all contracts to supply milk 
to government agencies, municipal. State 
or Federal. They also argued that in 
those markets where the Class I price was 
affected by the suspension orders issued 
by the Assistant Secretary on March 1, 
1966 (31 FJEfc. 3383), a similar exemption 
should apply. 

They claimed that these contracts did 
not provide for fluctuations in product 
cost and that it would be impossible to 
renegotiate these contracts to take ac¬ 
count of increases in the levels of the 
Class I prices. They further contended 
that at the time of submitting bids on 
contracts already in effect, they had been 
unable to anticipate increases In the 
Class I prices higher than those provided 
by the existing formulas. Thus, they 
argued special consideration should be 
given in these instances. 

Nearly all cooperative associations 
taking a position on this matter, some of 
which are engaged in the processing and 
distribution of fluid milk products, were 
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opposed to any exemption for contract 
milk. They considered any fluctuation 
in the Class I price a part of the normal 
business risk. 

In preparing bids on a contract which 
may run for as long as 15 months after 
the date a bid is submitted, a handler 
must anticipate that substantial changes 
may occur in the Class I price level dur¬ 
ing the life of the contract. Frequently 
there have been substantial decreases 
in Class I prices. Such price declines 
have served to increase the profit mar¬ 
gins of handlers serving long-term con¬ 
tracts just as price increases have tended 
to decrease them. Such fluctuations in 
the Class I price are a part of the normal 
risk of doing business. It is no more 
feasible or desirable to protect a handler 
from increased costs as a result of un¬ 
foreseen price increases than it is to 
deprive him of increased profits resulting 
from unanticipated price declines. 

Moreover, it has been found that in¬ 
creases in the Class I price are necessary 
to avert present and potential milk 
shortages. The extra cost of insuring 
an adequate supply of milk for the fluid 
sales of these markets should be borne 
by all classes of consumers. If contract 
sales were exempt, it would be necessary 
to further increase the price of the re¬ 
maining Class I milk in order to return 
the same amount to producers. This 
would be neither equitable nor in the 
public interest, since it would discrimi¬ 
nate between the various types of pur¬ 
chasers, merely because of the pattern 
of their purchases. The housewife 
should not be required to pay a higher 
price than a government institution 
simply because she purchases milk for 
her family on a day-to-day basis while 
the institution contracts for a supply for 
a period ranging from 6 to 12 months. 

Preferential treatment, therefore, 
should not be given to milk sold under 
contracts entered into prior to the 
hearing. 

(2) Emergency action. The due and 
timely execution of the function of the 
Secretary under the Act imperatively 
and unavoidably requires the omission of 
a recommended decision and opportunity 
for exceptions thereto on Issue No. i. 
The conditions in these markets are such 
that it is urgent that remedial action be 
taken as soon as possible. Any delay in 
informing interested parties of the con¬ 
clusions made will tend to make ineffec¬ 
tive the relief sought. The time neces¬ 
sarily involved in the preparation, filing 
and publication of a recommended deci¬ 
sion and the filing of exceptions thereto 
would in this instance contribute to the 
threat of an insufficient supply of milk 
for these markets. 

The notice of hearing stated that con¬ 
sideration would be given to the economic 
and emergency marketing conditions re¬ 
nting to the proposed amendments. Ac¬ 
tion under the procedure described above 
was requested by numerous parties at the 
nearing. 

ft is therefore found that good cause 
exists for omission of the recommended 
decision and the opportunity for filing 
exceptions thereto. 
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Ruling on proposed findings and con¬ 
clusions: Briefs and proposed findings 
and conclusions were filed on behalf of 
certain interested parties. These briefs, 
proposed findings and conclusions and 
the evidence in the record were consid¬ 
ered in making the findings and conclu¬ 
sions set forth above. To the extent that 
the suggested findings and conclusions 
filed by interested parties are inconsist¬ 
ent with the findings and conclusions set 
forth herein, the requests to make such 
findings or to reach such conclusions are 
denied for the reasons previously stated 
in this decision. 

General findings: The findings and 
determinations hereinafter set forth are 
supplementary and in addition to the 
findings and determinations previously 
made in connection with the issuance of 
each of the aforesaid orders and of the 
previously issued amendments thereto; 
and all of said previous findings and 
determinations are hereby ratified and 
affirmed, except insofar as such findings 
and determinations may be in conflict 
with the findings and determinations set 
forth herein. The following findings are 
hereby made with respect to each of the 
aforesaid orders: 

(a) The tentative marketing agree¬ 
ment and the order as hereby proposed 
to be amended, and all of the terms and 
conditions thereof will tend to effectuate 
the declared policy of the Act; 

(b) Tlie parity prices of milk, as de¬ 
termined pursuant to section 2 of the Act, 
are not reasonable in view of the price 
of feeds, available supplies of feeds, and 
other economic conditions which affect 
market supply and demand for milk in 
the marketing area, and the minimum 
prices specified in the proposed market¬ 
ing agreement and the order, as hereby 
proposed to be amended, are such prices 
as will reflect the aforesaid factors, insure 
a sufficient quantity of pure and whole¬ 
some milk, and be in the public interest; 
and 

(c) The tentative marketing agree¬ 
ment and the order, as hereby proposed 
to be amended, will regulate the handling 
of milk in the same manner as, and will 
be applicable only to persons in the re¬ 
spective classes of industrial and com¬ 
mercial activity specified in. a marketing 
agreement upon which a hearing has 
been held. 

Marketing agreement and order: An¬ 
nexed hereto and made a part hereof are 
two documents entitled, respectively, 
“Marketing Agreement Regulating the 
Handling of Milk in Certain Specified 
Marketing Areas” and “Order Amending 
the Order, Regulating the Handling of 
Milk in Certain Specified Marketing 
Areas,” which have been decided upon 
as the detailed and appropriate means 
of effectuating the foregoing conclusions. 

It is hereby ordered. That all of this 
decision, except the attached marketing 
agreement, be published in the Federal 
Register. The regulatory provisions of 
said marketing agreement are identical 
with those contained in the order, as 
hereby proposed to be amended by the 
attached order which will be published 
with this decision. 
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Determination of representative peri¬ 
od: The month of January 1966 is hereby 
determined to be the representative pe¬ 
riod for the purpose of ascertaining 
whether the issuance of the attached 
orders, as amended and as hereby pro¬ 
posed to be amended, regulating the han¬ 
dling of milk in the certain specified mar¬ 
keting areas is approved or favored by 
producers, as defined under the terms of 
each of the orders, as amended and as 
hereby proposed to be amended, and who, 
during such representative period were 
engaged in the production of milk for sale 
within each of the aforesaid marketing 
areas. 

Signed at Washington, D.C., on March 
31, 1966. 

George L. Mehren, 
Assistant Secretary. 

Order 1 Amending the Orders Regulat¬ 
ing the Handling of Milk in Certain 
Specified Marketing Areas 

7 CFR Part and Marketing Area 

1001 Massachusetts-Rhode Island. 

1002 New York-New Jersey. 

1003 Washington, D.C. 

1005 Tri-State. 

1008 Wheeling. 

1009 Clarksburg. 

1011 Appalachian. 

1012 Tampa Bay. 

1013 Southeastern Florida. 

1015 Connecticut. 

1016 Upper Chesapeake Bay. 

1033 Greater Cincinnati. 

1034 Dayton-Springfleld, Ohio. 

1035 Columbus. 

1036 Northeastern Ohio. 

1040 Southern Michigan. 

1041 Northwestern Ohio. 

1043 Upstate Michigan. 

1046 Loulsville-Lexlngton-Evansville. 

1047 Fort Wayne. 

1049 Indianapolis. 

1094 New Orleans. 

1101 Knoxville. 

1103 Mississippi. 

§-.0 Findings and determinations. 

The findings and determinations here¬ 
inafter set forth are supplementary and 
in addition to the findings and determi¬ 
nations previously made in connection 
with the issuance of each of the afore¬ 
said orders and of the previously issued 
amendments thereto; and all of said 
previous findings and determinations 
are hereby ratified and affirmed, except 
insofar as such findings and determina¬ 
tions may be in conflict with the findings 
and determinations set forth herein. 
The following findings are hereby made 
with respect to each of the aforesaid 
orders. 

(a) Findings upon the basis of the 
hearing record. Pursuant to the provi¬ 
sions of the Agricultural Marketing 
Agreement Act of 1937, as amended (7 
U.S.C. 601 et seq.), and the applicable 
rules of practice and procedure govern¬ 
ing the formulation of marketing agree¬ 
ments and marketing orders (7 CFR 


* This order shall not become effective un¬ 
less and until the requirements of § 900.14 
of the rules of practice and procedure gov¬ 
erning proceedings to formulate marketing 
agreements and marketing orders have been 
met. 
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Part 900). a public hearing was held 
upon certain proposed amendments to 
the tentative marketing agreement and 
to the order regulating the handling of 
milk in the above designated marketing 
area. Upon the basis of the evidence 
introduced at such hearing and the 
record thereof, it is found that: 

(1) The said order as hereby amend¬ 
ed, and all of the terms and conditions 
thereof, will tend to effectuate the de¬ 
clared policy of the Act; 

(2) The parity prices of milk, as de¬ 
termined pursuant to section 2 of the 
Act. are not reasonable in view of the 
price of feeds, available supplies of feeds, 
and other economic conditions which af¬ 
fect market supply and demand for milk 
in the said marketing area, and the 
minimum prices specified in the order 
as hereby amended are such prices as 
will reflect the aforesaid factors, insure 
a sufficient quantity of pure and whole¬ 
some milk, and be in the public interest; 

(3) The said order as hereby amended, 
regulates the handling of milk in the 
same manner as, and is applicable only 
to persons in the respective classes of 
industrial or commercial activity speci¬ 
fied in, a marketing agreement upon 
which a hearing has been held. 

Order Relative to Handling 

It is therefore ordered. That on and 
after the effective date hereof the han¬ 
dling of milk in the respective designated 
marketing areas shall be in conformity 
to and in compliance with the terms and 
conditions of the aforesaid orders as 
amended and as hereby further amended, 
as follows; 


PART 1001—MILK IN THE MASSA- 
CHUSETTS-RHODE ISLAND MAR¬ 
KETING AREA 

§ 1001.60 [Amc'ncimenl] 

In § 1001.60, paragraph (e) is revised 
by substituting a comma for the period 
at the end of the paragraph (preceding 
the table) and adding text which reads: 
“except that from the effective date of 
this amendment through April 1966 the 
Class I price shall be $5.71, and for each 
of the months of May and June 1966, the 
Class I price shall be $5.27.” 


PART 1002 —MILK IN THE NEW 
YORK-NEW JERSEY MARKETING 
AREA 

In S 1002.40, the text of paragraph (a) 
preceding subparagraph (1) is revised to 
read as follows: 

§ 1002.40 Class prices. 

* ♦ • • • 

(a) For Class I-A milk the price dur¬ 
ing each month shall be a price computed 
pursuant to subparagraphs (1) through 
(11) of this paragraph: Provided, That 
from the effective date of this proviso 
through June 1966, 22 cents shall be 
added to such price. 


PART 1003—MILK IN THE WASHING¬ 
TON, D.C., MARKETING AREA 

In § 1003.50, the text of paragraph (a) 
preceding subparagraph (1) is revised to 
read as follows: 

§ 1003.50 Class prices. 

« • * * • 

(a) Class I price. The price for Class 
I milk shall be $5.55 per hundredweight 
for the months of July 1966 through 
February 1967, subject to any supply- 
demand adjustment computed pursuant 
to subparagraph (1) of this paragraph: 
Provided. That the Class I price shall 
differ by not more than 15 cents from 
the average price determined pursuant 
to subparagraph (2) of this paragraph: 
And provided further, That the Class I 
price from the effective date of this pro¬ 
viso through June 1966, shall be $5.62. 


PART 1005—MILK IN THE TRI-STATE 
MARKETING AREA 

§ 1005.51 [Amendment] 

In § 1005.51, at the end of the first 
sentence of paragraph (a)(1), the fol¬ 
lowing proviso is added: “Provided, That 
for the months of May and June 1966 the 
Class I price for plants in each of the 
respective districts shall be not less than 
the April 1966 Class I price for such 
plants.” 


PART 1008—MILK IN THE GREATER 
WHEELING, W. VA., MARKETING 
AREA 

In 5 1008.51, the text of paragraph (a) 
preceding subparagraph (1) is revised to 
read as follows: 

§ 1008.51 Class prices. 

• • • • * 

(a) Class I milk price. The Class I 
milk price shall be the basic formula 
price for the preceding month plus $1.73, 
subject to the adjustment provided in 
subparagraph (1) of tills paragraph: 
Provided, That for the months of May 
and June 1966 the Class I price shall be 
not less than the April 1966 Class I price. 


PART 1009—MILK IN THE CLARKS¬ 
BURG, W. VA., MARKETING AREA 

In 5 1009.51. the text of paragraph (a) 
preceding subparagraph (1) is revised to 
read as follows: 

§ 1009.51 Class prices. 

• * * ♦ * 

(a) Class I milk price. The Class I 
milk price shall be the basic formula 
price for the preceding month plus $1.98, 
subject to the adjustment provided in 
subparagraph (1) of this paragraph: 
Provided, That the Class I price shall be 
not more than 35 cents in excess of, nor 
less than 15 cents in excess of the aver¬ 
age of the Class I prices for the same 
month pursuant to Part 1008 (Greater 
Wheeling) of this chapter and at Athens 
district plants pursuant to Part 1005 


(Tri-State) of this chapter: And provid¬ 
ed further. That for the months of May 
and June 1966 the Class I price shall be 
not less than the April 1966 Class I price. 

• • • • • 


PART 1011—MILK IN THE AP¬ 

PALACHIAN MARKETING AREA 

In § 1011.51, paragraph (a) is revised 
to read as follows: 

§1011.51 Class prices. 

* + » • • 

(a) Class I milk price . The Class I 
milk price shall be the basic formula 
price for the preceding month plus $1.67 
during the months of March through 
July and $2.11 during other months: 
Provided, That the Class I price from the 
effective date of this proviso through 
July 1966 shall be the basic formula 
price for the preceding month plus $1.89. 


PART 1012—MILK IN THE TAMPA 
BAY MARKETING AREA 

In § 1012.51, paragraph (a) is revised 
to read as follows: 

§ 1012.51 Class prices. 

• • » • • 

(a) Class I price . For the first 18 
months from the effective date of this 
section, the Class I price shall be the 
basic formula price for the preceding 
month plus $3.00: Provided, That such 
Class I price shall not in any month be 
greater than the Class I price pursuant 
to Part 1013 (Southeastern Florida) of 
this chapter: And provided further, That 
for the months of May and June 1966 
the Class I price shall be not less than 
the April 1966 Class I price. 


PART 1013—MILK IN THE SOUTH¬ 
EASTERN FLORIDA MARKETING 
AREA 

In § 1013.50, paragraph (a) is revised 
to read as follows: 

§1013.50 Class prices. 

* * ♦ • • 

(a) Class I milk price. The price for 
Class I milk shall be the price, rounded 
to the nearest cent, obtained by adding 
to or subtracting from $6,625 the sup¬ 
ply-demand adjustment pursuant to 
paragraph (c) of this section: Provided, 
That the price shall neither exceed by 
more than $4.00 the price calculated pur¬ 
suant to paragraph (b) of this section 
nor be less than the price calculated 
pursuant to paragraph (b) of this sec¬ 
tion plus $2.75: And provided further, 
That for the months of May and June 
1966 the Class I price shall be not less 
than the April 1966 Class I price. 


PART 1015—MILK IN THE CONNECTI¬ 
CUT MARKETING AREA 

§ 1015.60 [ Amendment] 

In § 1015.60, paragraph (e) is revised 
by substituting a comma for the period 
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at the end of the paragraph (preceding 
the table) and adding text which reads: 
“except that from the effective date of 
this amendment through April 1966, the 
Class I price shall be $6.18, and for each 
of the months of May and June 1966, the 
Class X price shall be $5.74.” 


PART 1016—MILK IN THE UPPER 
CHESAPEAKE BAY MARKETING 
AREA 

In § 1016.50, the text of paragraph (a) 
preceding subparagraph (1) is revised to 
read as follows: 

§1016.50 Class prices. 

• * » • • 

(a) Class I price. The price for Class 
I milk shall be $5.55 per hundredweight 
for the months of July 1966 through 
February 1967, subject to any supply- 
demand adjustment computed pursuant 
to subparagraph (1) of this paragraph: 
Provided, That the Class I price shall not 
differ by more than 15 cents from the 
average price determined pursuant to 
subparagraph (2) of this paragraph: 
And provided further , That from the ef¬ 
fective date of this proviso through June 
1966, the Class I price shall be $5.62. 


PART 1033—MILK IN THE GREATER 
CINCINNATI MARKETING AREA 

In 5 1033.51, the text of paragraph (a) 
preceding subparagraph (1) is revised to 
read as follows: 

§ 1033.51 Clnss prices. 


fa) Class I milk. The price for Class I 
milk shall be the basic formula price for 
the preceding month plus $1.34, plus or 
minus a “supply-demand adjustment” of 
not more than 39 cents computed pur¬ 
suant to subparagraphs (1) and (2) of 
this paragraph: Provided, That from the 
effective date of this proviso through 
June 1966 the Class I prices computed 
pursuant to this section shall not be 
less than the April 1966 Class I price. 

***** 


PART 1034—MILK IN THE DAYTON- 
SPRINGFIELD, OHIO, MARKETING 
AREA 

In 5 1034.51, the text of paragraph (a) 
Preceding subparagraph (1) is revised 
to read as follows: 

§ 1034.51 Class I milk prices. 

• * * * * 

<a) Add $1.24 to the basic formula 
price for the preceding month plus or 
nnnus a "supply-demand adjustment” 
or not more than 39 cents computed pur¬ 
suant to subparagraphs (1) and (2) of 
inis paragraph: Provided , That from the 
effective date of this proviso through 
J une 1966 Class I prices computed pur¬ 
suant to this section shall be not less 
Ulan the April 1966 Class I price. 


PART 1035—MILK IN THE COLUMBUS, 
OHIO, MARKETING AREA 

In § 1035.51, the text of paragraph (a) 
preceding subparagraph (1) is revised 
to read as follows: 

§ 1035.51 Class prices. 

* * * * * 

(a) Class I milk. The price for Class 
I milk shall be the basic formula price 
for the preceding month, plus $1.25 and 
plus or minus a “supply-demand adjust¬ 
ment” computed pursuant to subpara¬ 
graphs (1), (2) and (3) of this para¬ 
graph : Provided , That from the effective 
date of this proviso through June 1966, 
the Class I prices computed pursuant to 
this section shall be not less than the 
April 1966 Class I price. 

* * * * ♦ 


PART 1036—MILK IN THE NORTH¬ 
EASTERN OHIO MARKETING AREA 

In § 1036.51, the text of paragraph (a) 
preceding subparagraph (1) is revised to 
read as follows: 

§ 1036.51 Class I milk prices. 

* * * * * 

(a) Add to the basic formula price for 
the preceding month the following 
amount for the period indicated: 


Delivery period: Amount 

April through July_$1.40 

All others_ 1.80 


and add or subtract a “supply-demand 
adjustment” computed as follows: Pro¬ 
vided , That the Class I price from the 
effective date of this proviso through 
July 1966 shall be the basic formula price 
for the preceding month plus $1.62 and 
plus or minus the supply-demand adjust¬ 
ment pursuant to this paragraph. 


PART 1040—milk in the southern 
MICHIGAN MARKETING AREA 

§ 1040.51 [Amendment] 

In § 1040.51(a) following the words 
“of this section”, a colon is substituted 
for the period and a proviso is added 
which reads: 44 Provided, That from the 
effective date of this proviso through 
June 1966 the Class I prices computed 
pursuant to this section shall be not less 
than the April 1966 Class I price.” 


PART 1041—MILK IN THE NORTH¬ 
WESTERN OHIO MARKETING AREA 

§ 1011.51 [Amendment] 

In § 1041.51(a) following the words “of 
this paragraph:” a proviso is added 
which reads: “ Provided, That from the 
effective date of this proviso through 
June 1966 add 22 cents.” 


PART 1043— MILK IN THE UPSTATE 
MICHIGAN MARKETING AREA 

In § 1043.51, paragraph (a) is revised 
to read as follows: 


§ 1043.51 Class prices. 

* * * * * 

(a) Class I milk. The Class I milk 
price shall be the basic formula price 
plus $1.05 during the months of Febru¬ 
ary through June and plus $1.45 during 
the months of July through January: 
Provided , That from the effective date of 
this proviso through June 1966 add 22 
cents. 


part 1046— MILK IN THE LOUIS¬ 
VILLE-LEXINGTON-EVANSVILLE 
MARKETING AREA 

§ 1046.51 [Amendment] 

In § 1046.51, the proviso in paragraph 
(a) which precedes subparagraph (1) is 
deleted in its entirety and the following 
is substituted therefor: “ Provided, That 
from the effective date of this proviso 
through June 1966 the Class I prices 
computed pursuant to this section shall 
be not less than the April 1966 Class I 
price.” 


PART 1047—MILK IN THE FORT 
WAYNE, INDIANA, MARKETING 
AREA 

In § 1047.51, the text of paragraph (a) 
preceding subparagraph (1) is revised 
to read as follows: 

§ 1047.51 Class prices. 

* • • • • 

(a) Class I milk price. The price for 
Class I milk shall be the basic formula 
price for the preceding month plus $1.20, 
and plus or minus a “supply-demand ad¬ 
justment” of not more than 38 cents 
computed pursuant to subparagraphs 
(1) and (2) of this paragraph: Provided, 
That from the effective date of this pro¬ 
viso through June 1966 the Class I prices 
computed pursuant to this section shall 
be not less than the April 1966 Class I 
price. 

***** 


PART 1049—MILK IN THE INDIAN¬ 
APOLIS, IND., MARKETING AREA 

In § 1049.51, the text of paragraph (a) 
preceding subparagraph (1) is revised to 
read as follows: 

§ 1049.51 Class prices. 

* * * * * 

(a) Class I milk price. The price for 
Class I milk shall be the basic formula 
price for the preceding month plus $1.27, 
and plus or minus a “supply-demand ad¬ 
justment” of not more than 38 cents 
computed pursuant to subparagraphs (1) 
and (2) of this paragraph: Provided , 
That beginning with the effective date of 
this proviso through June 1966 the Class 
I prices computed pursuant to this sec¬ 
tion shall be not less than the April 1966 
Class I price. 
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PART 1094—MILK IN THE NEW 
ORLEANS, LA., MARKETING AREA 

In 5 1094.51, the text of paragraph (a) 
preceding subparagraph (1) Is revised to 
read as follows: 

§ 1094.51 Class prices. 

• • • • • 

(a) Class / milk price . The Class I 
milk price shall be the basic formula 
price for the preceding month, plus $2.51 
during the months of March through 
June and $2.71 in all other months, plus 
or minus a supply-demand adjustment 
calculated for each month pursuant to 
subparagraphs (1) through (6) of this 
paragraph: Provided , That the Class I 
price for any month of September. Oc¬ 
tober, or November shall be not lower, 
by more than 5 cents, than such price 
for the Immediately preceding month 
and for any month of April, May, or 
June of each year shall not be higher, 
by more than 5 cents, than such price 
for the immediately preceding month: 
And provided further , That from the 
effective date of this proviso through 
June 1966 the Class I price shall be the 
basic formula price for the preceding 
month plus $2.73 and plus or minus a 
supply-demand adjustment calculated 
for each month pursuant to subpara¬ 
graphs (1) through (6) of this para¬ 
graph. 

* * • • • 


PART 1101—MILK IN THE KNOX¬ 
VILLE, TENN., MARKETING AREA 

In § 1101.51, the text of paragraph (a) 
preceding subparagraph (1) is revised to 
read as follows: 

§1101.51 Class prices. 

* • • • • 

(a) Class I milk price. The price per 
himd red weight for Class I milk for the 
month shall be the basic formula price 
for the preceding month, subject to the 
adjustments provided in subparagraphs 
(1) and (2) of this paragraph: Provided , 
That for the months of May and June 
1966 the Class I price shall not be less 
than the April 1966 Class I price. 


PART 1103—MILK IN THE MISSISSIPPI 
MARKETING AREA 

In § 1103.51, paragraph (a) is revised 
to read as follows: 

§1103.51 Class prices. 

• • • * * 

(a) CIclss I milk price . The Class I 
price for each month through October 31, 
1966, shall be the basic formula price for 
the preceding month, plus $2.15 during 
the months of March through July and 
$2.35 in all other months: Provided , That 
from the effective date of this proviso 
through July 1966 the Class I price shall 
be the basic formula price for the pre¬ 
ceding month plus $2.37. 

• • • • • 

[P.R, Doc. 66-3632; Piled. Apr. 4, 1966; 
8:48 am.] 


[7 CFR Part 1062, Etc. 1 

ST. LOUIS MILK MARKETING AREA, 
ETC. 

Decision on Proposed Amendments 
to Tentative Marketing Agreements 
and to Orders 

Pursuant to the provisions of the Agri¬ 
cultural Marketing Agreement Act of 
1937, as amended (7 U.S.C. 601 et seq.), 
and the applicable rules of practice and 
procedure, governing the formulation of 
marketing agreements and marketing 
orders (7 CFR Part 900), a public hear¬ 
ing w r as held at St. Louis, Mo., March 9 
and 10,1966, on proposed amendments to 
the tentative marketing agreements and 
orders regulating the handling of milk 
in each of the marketing areas specified 
as follows, pursuant to notice thereof 
issued on February 28 and March 1, 1966 
(31 F.R. 3401 and 3465, respectively): 


7CFR 

Tart 


Marketing area 


Docket Nos. 


1062 

1030 

1031 

1032 
1038 
1030 
1051 
lOfil 

1003 

1004 


1007 

1070 

1071 

1073 

1074 
1078 
1070 
1090 
1006 

1007 

1008 
1090 
1104 
1106 
1108 
1120 
1126 

1127 

1128 

1129 

1130 
1132 
1102 
1044 
1046 


8t. Louis.—.— 

Chicago___ 

Northwestern Indiana_ 

Suburban St. Louis- 

Rock River Valley_ 

Milwaukee.—- 

Madison.. — 

St. Joseph, Mo_ 

Quad Cities-Dubuque- 

Kansas City. — 

Ozarks__ 

Cedar Raplds-lowa City... 

Neosho Valley- 

Wichita. 

Southwest Kansas_ 

North Central Iowa- 

Des Moines_ 

Chattanooga.. 

Northern Louisiana. 

Memphis_ 

Nashville... 

Paducah_ 

Red River Valley.. 

Oklahoma Metropolitan... 

Central Arkansas_— 

Lubbock-Plain view. 

North Texas. 

San Antonio-- 

Central West Texas.— 

A ust In-Waco- 

Corpus Christ!_ 

Texas Panhandle_ 

Fort Smith.. 

Michigan Upper Peninsula. 
Northeastern Wisconsin.... 


AO 10-A34. 
AO 101-A32. 
AO 170-A19. 
AO 313-A10. 
AO 194-All. 
AO 212-A17. 
AO 329-A4. 
AO 327-A9. 
AO 105-A22. 
AO 23-A29. 
A0 222-A19. 
AO 229-A13. 
AO 227-A7. 
AO 173-A18. 
AO 249-A&. 
A0 272-A8. 
AO 295-A9. 
AO 266-A 6. 
AO 257-All. 
AO 219-A17. 
AO 184-A21. 
AO 183-A14. 
AO 298-A7. 
AO 210-A19. 
AO 243-A14. 
AO 328-A4. 
A0 231-A25. 
AO 232-A14. 
A0 238-A16. 
AO 256-A10. 
AO 259-A13. 
AO 262-All. 
AO 237-A13. 
AO290-A9. 
AO 334-A8. 


Preliminary statement: The afore¬ 
said public hearing was one of three 
regional hearings held during the period 
March 9-12, 1966, at which the same is¬ 
sues with respect to all Federal milk or¬ 
ders were considered. 

At the same time the hearings were 
announced, action was also taken to 
suspend certain provisions of 36 (af¬ 
fecting 45) of the 74 milk orders to fore¬ 
stall normal seasonal declines in Class I 
milk prices pending consideration in 
hearing of proposals to increase Class 
I milk prices in all Federal order markets. 
The suspension orders are being termi¬ 
nated in a separate action. 

The material issues on the record of 
the hearing related to: 

1. The appropriate level of Class I 
prices for coming months; and 

2. The need for emergency action. 

Findings arid conclusions: The follow¬ 
ing findings and conclusions on the ma¬ 
terial issues are based on evidence pre¬ 


sented at the hearing and the record 
thereof: 

1. Class I prices. The Class I price in 
each market that does not have a sea¬ 
sonal Class I pricing formula, should be 
not less than the April Class I price for 
the period from the effective date of this 
amendment through June 1966. For 
those markets where seasonal pricing ap¬ 
plies, the Class I price should be in¬ 
creased 22 cents per hundredweight 
through June 1966 (or July 1966, where 
lowest seasonal extends through July). 

These price adjustments are neces¬ 
sary because of the general declines in 
producer milk deliveries and the higher 
level of Class I use of producer milk 
than a year ago. 

Proposals: Producer representatives 
proposed that the Class I prices be 
amended upward to at least eliminate 
the normal seasonal decline for April 
through June. Some groups requested 
higher Class I price levels and for longer 
periods. Among the latter were pro¬ 
posals that the Class I price at Chicago 
be $4.60 per hundredweight, and that 
other markets have comparable prices 
based on transportation cost to such 
other markets from Chicago. Some 
groups in the Chicago market insisted 
that an even higher Class I price would 
be necessary to result In a blend equal 
to the highest price paid by manufactur¬ 
ing milk plants in Wisconsin. 

In those markets where no seasonal 
pricing applies, and which were not sub¬ 
ject to the suspension action for March, 
proponents requested specific increases 
intended to achieve comparability with 
other markets. In addition, a number of 
witnesses requested that their individ¬ 
ual-market Class I price formula, in¬ 
cluding supply-demand adjustor, be ef¬ 
fective If it were higher than some other 
price resulting from this hearing. 

Some proponents urged that price in¬ 
creases for Class I be achieved through 
an increase in the support price level 
for manufacturing milk. Most witnesses 
asked that the price adjustments in all 
markets have sufficient uniformity so as 
to preserve intermarket relationships. 

General production conditions: Milk 
production in the United States has been 
below a year earlier in each month since 
April 1965. From April through July, 
production was down about 1 percent 
from a year earlier, but beginning with a 
drop of nearly 2 percent In August from 
the previous year, the decline in pro¬ 
duction has accelerated. Total U.S. milk 
production was below the corresponding 
month of the previous year by the fol¬ 
lowing percentages: 


Year and month 

1965 Percent 

August_ 1.8 

September _ 2. 6 

October- 3.1 

November_ 3.6 

December_ 5.1 

1966 

January__ 5. 3 

February_ 5. 8 


The decline In milk production from 
the year before Is greatest In the West 
North Central States where February 
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output was down at least 10 percent In 
each State except Missouri. February 
production was down 4 percent in New 
York and 4 percent or more in each of the 
East North Central States. Production 
was below a year earlier in 31 States and 
eoual to a year ago in 10 States. There 
were gains over last year in only 9 States 
which account for about 8 percent of 
total U S. milk production. 

The drop in milk production is due pri¬ 
marily to the reduction in numbers of 
milk cows on farms. Milk cows on farms 
were 4 percent fewer in December 1965 
than in December 1964. During the last 
half of 1965, milk cows were eliminated 
from herds at the rate of 79,000 per 
month whereas the rate at which milk 
cows were reduced in the last half of 
1964 was 30,000 per month. The decline 
in number of milk cows was caused by 
higher culling rates and fewer heifer 
calves kept for milk production. 

A halt in the longtime uptrend in milk 
production per cow also contributed to 
the decline in milk production. The U.S. 
average milk output per cow in Febru¬ 
ary was down 2 pounds from a year 
earlier—January average output was the 
same as a year earlier and December milk 
production per cow was only 1 pound 
more than in December 1964. In con¬ 
trast, milk output per cow during the 
first quarter of 1965 was nearly 3 percent 
greater than in the first quarter of 1964. 

The reduction in milk cow numbers is 
attributed largely to relatively high beef 
and hog prices. Higher meat prices have 
induced more culling of older cows as 
well as the slaughtering of more veal 
calves. Also, the higher beef and hog 
prices have encouraged some farmers 
to shift farm resources from dairy to 
meat production. 

The generally tight supply of labor for 
dairy farms has caused many farmers, 
particularly older farmers, to discontinue 
dairying. Farm wage rates are well 
above last year and the supply of avail¬ 
able workers is down. Off-farm em¬ 
ployment opportunities apparently are 
attracting many workers ordinarily em¬ 
ployed on dairy farms. The draft calls 
for young men for military service also 
have reduced the labor supply. 

The drop in milk output per cow has 
occurred in spite of higher feeding rates 
and more favorable milk-feed price ra¬ 
tios. In February the milk-feed price 
ratio was 1.47, up 4 percent from a year 
earlier and 3 percent from the February 
1960-64 average. Reported feeding rates 
for grains and concentrates averaged 
10.2 pounds per cow in February 1. This 
was 4 percent more than the 9.8 pounds 
fed a year earlier and 21 percent above 
the 1960-64 average. In some areas, 
dairymen reported feed supplies this year 
do not contain their normal nutrient 
value. 

Although milk production is currently 
running more than 5 percent below last 
year, fluid milk sales are up, reflecting 
the demands of 2 million more consum¬ 
ers since last year. Sales of fluid whole 
milk in city markets during 1965 aver¬ 
aged 1 percent above sales in 1964. Sales 
in January 1966 were 2 percent higher 
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than a year earlier. The increased sales 
of fluid milk, coupled with the decreased 
total milk production resulted in a 
smaller supply of milk for manufactured 
dairy products. As a consequence, stocks 
of dairy products held by the U.S. Gov¬ 
ernment are negligible at the present 
time, a condition which has not prevailed 
for several years. 

The production of butter and nonfat 
dry milk has reflected the reduced supply 
situation to the greatest extent. But¬ 
ter production in January was down 25 
percent from a year ago and nonfat dry 
milk production was down 30 percent. 
American cheese production was down 7 
percent. Higher market prices for cheese 
relative to butter channeled milk from 
the manufacture of butter and nonfat 
dry milk to cheese production. 

The higher prices of manufactured 
dairy products and the tight supply has 
generated active competition for supplies 
on the part of manufacturing milk plants. 
The average price paid for manufactur¬ 
ing grade milk in Minnesota and Wis¬ 
consin ranged from $3.20 to $3.25 in the 
months January through August 1965. 
It advanced steadily during the re¬ 
mainder of the year to $3.47 in December. 
In 1968 the average climbed from $3.47 
in January to $3.58 in February. The 
February price was 36 cents above the 
average price paid in February 1965. 

Federal order production: Federal milk 
orders account for about 70 percent of 
the milk eligible for fluid use in the 
United States and for about two-thirds 
of total fluid milk and cream sales. Such 
orders price also about 30 percent of all 
milk used in manufactured milk prod¬ 
ucts. The price levels effective under 
such orders, therefore, have a highly sig¬ 
nificant effect upon the level of milk pro¬ 
duction nationally and upon dairy farm¬ 
ers' incomes. 

For the year 1965 producer deliveries 
of milk to Federal order handlers 
amounted to 54.4 billion pounds, 0.4 per¬ 
cent over 1964. Daily deliveries for all 
Federal order markets averaged 943 
pounds per producer in 1965, or 6 percent 
over a year earlier, while the average an¬ 
nual increase for 1960-64 was 8 percent. 
The average number of producers with 
milk covered by the orders declined 6 
percent in 1965 from 1964, approximately 
offsetting the smaller than average gain 
in deliveries per producer. 

Deliveries used in Class I were 34.6 bil¬ 
lion pounds, or 2.1 percent higher than 
in 1964. The 67 order markets (with no 
significant changes in their marketing 
areas) in effect in all of 1964 and 1965 
accounted for four-fifths of the gain in 
Class I use. However, the six expanded 
(or noncomparable) markets accounted 
for nine-tenths of the gain in producer 
deliveries. For the 67 comparable mar¬ 
kets, total producer deliveries for the 
year were unchanged, compared with a 
Class I sales increase of 1.8 percent. Re¬ 
gionally, the percentage of producer de¬ 
liveries used in Class I increased for reg¬ 
ulated markets in the South Atlantic, 
East North Central, and West North Cen¬ 
tral regions; did not change significantly 
in New England. Middle Atlantic and 
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Mountain markets; and were slightly 
lower in the East South Central, West 
South Central, Southern and Pacific 
markets. 1 

The general downward trend in pro¬ 
ducer deliveries in Federal order mar¬ 
kets, the extent of which is not fully re¬ 
vealed by 1965 annual figures, is empha¬ 
sized by delivery data for the late months 
of last year. A general slackening in de¬ 
liveries from a year earlier began in Au¬ 
gust 1965 and has continued for each 
subsequent month, with higher rates of 
decline during the recent months of No¬ 
vember through February. Total pro¬ 
ducer deliveries in recent months com¬ 
pare with the corresponding month a 
year earlier as follows; 


Year and month 

1965 Percent 

August - —0.9 

September _—1.1 

October_—0.9 

November_ —2.6 

December _—2.9 

1966 

January _—3.9 

February_—2.9 


The decline in producer deliveries has 
been particularly severe in the East North 
Central markets (Western group) which 
includes Chicago, the major market in 
this group. For example, producer de¬ 
liveries in the Chicago market as com¬ 
pared with the same month a year earlier 
were down 1.4 percent in August, 6.5 
percent in September, 6.9 percent in Oc¬ 
tober, 10.5 percent in November, 12.9 
percent in December and 12.6 percent in 
January. 1 * For the entire “Western 
Group" as a whole deliveries were down 
2.4 percent in August. 5.9 percent in 
September, 7.5 percent in October, 8.6 
percent in November, 10.5 percent in 
December, and 8.8 percent in January. 

A substantial decline likewise has oc¬ 
curred in the Northern group of markets 
in the West North Central region, which 
includes those markets in Minnesota, 
South Dakota. Iowa, and Nebraska. This 
region shows declines from the year be¬ 
fore of 1.3 percent in August, 4.5 percent 
in September. 7.0 percent in October, 7.4 
percent in November, 8.2 percent in De¬ 
cember, and 8.5 percent in January. The 
declines in major Iowa markets have 
been even more severe than for this group 
as a whole. Aggregate producer de¬ 
liveries in January in all Federal order 
markets were 3.9 percent under the Jan¬ 
uary 1965 level. The declines are wide¬ 
spread, taking place in most of the larger 
markets, with all regions but the East 
South Central and West South Central 
reflecting decreases in January from last 
year. 

Producer milk in Class I continues to 
increase as the result of both greater 
demand and declining producer de¬ 
liveries. Percentage changes in producer 
milk in Class I compared with the cor- 


1 Regional groups of markets are those used 
in Federal Milk Order Statistics, a publica¬ 
tion of the Consumer and Marketing Service, 
U.S. Department of Agriculture e.g. Exhibit 9. 

u Percentages also reflect changes in North¬ 
western Indiana, a closely related market. 
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responding months the year before have 
been as follows since August: 


Year and month 

1965 

Percent 

August --- 

— +0.9 

September _ 

- +1.9 

October _ 

__ -0.8 

November _ _ 

— +5.1 

December_ 

+3.4 

1966 

January- 

-- +3.3 

February_ 

~ +3.9 


In January, an increase in Class I 
utilization took place in 53 markets, 
while 12 showed a decrease and 7 showed 
no change. Gains in percentage of use 
in Class I over January 1965 generally 
were greatest in the East North Central, 
the West North Central (northern) and 
Southern areas. While for the entire 
group of order markets total Class I use 
averaged 68 percent of producer de¬ 
liveries in January (5 percent up from 
January 1965). 33 markets exceeded 80 
percent utilization in such month (not 
generally included among low produc¬ 
tion months) compared with 23 markets 
in January a year ago. In February 67 
percent of producer deliveries was used 
in Class I in all markets as compared 
to 63 percent in February 1965. In this 
most recent month for which data are 
available 37 markets had Class I utiliza¬ 
tion of 80 percent or higher as against 
26 in February last year. 

For the group of markets included 
in this hearing, total producer milk de¬ 
liveries in February were 3.5 percent be¬ 
low a year earlier. During the 6-month 
period September 1965 through February 
1966 the percentage decline from the year 
previous changed from minus 2.2 percent 
in September to minus 3.5 percent in 
February. 

Class I sales for the 35 markets con¬ 
sidered at this hearing showed a general 
increase over the year before. With this 
increase in Class I sales and the decline 
in producer milk deliveries, the resulting 
utilization of producer milk in Class I 
was generally higher. During the Sep¬ 
tember 1965 through February 1966 pe¬ 
riod the change in utilization for these 
markets from the corresponding month 
a year before was as follows: 

Percent of Producer Milk Used in Class I 


Month 

PftptpmhAr _ 

Year and 
percent 
1964 1965 
71 7« 

October- 

_ 73 

74 

November_ 

_ 67 

74 

December - 

_ 65 

71 


1965 1966 

January_ 

_ 63 

70 

February _ 

_ 62 

70 


Milk prices: The Class I prices for milk 
regulated under all Federal milk orders 
averaged five cents higher in 1965 than 
in 1964. 

In January 1966 the average Class I 
price in Federal order markets was up 
15 cents from January 1965. The Feb¬ 
ruary Class I average for all order mar¬ 
kets was 21 cents above the February 
1965 average. On March 1 (before sus¬ 
pension actions which became effective 
March 2) Class I prices averaged $5.10, 
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33 cents higher than a year earlier. The 
average of all Class I prices for the entire 
month which includes the higher prices 
established by suspension action in some 
markets was $5.22, up 45 cents from the 
$4.77 average for March 1965. 

The increases in Class I prices are due 
primarily to the higher prices being paid 
for manufacturing grade milk. The 
average price paid for manufacturing 
milk in Minnesota and Wisconsin, which 
is a factor used in pricing Class I milk in 
most markets other than those on the 
Atlantic seaboard, was 22 cents higher in 
January 1966 than in January 1965 and 
in February 1966 climbed to 36 cents over 
the February 1965 average. Although 
Class I prices in the Northeast are not 
tied directly to prices paid for manu¬ 
facturing milk, the average prices in 
those markets showed somewhat equiva¬ 
lent increases. 

Although Class I prices have advanced 
substantially in recent months compared 
to prices in the corresponding month a 
year earlier, we may expect some de¬ 
creases from the present levels in the 
spring months. Some reduction in the 
prices paid for manufacturing grade 
milk normally occurs in response to the 
seasonal increase in milk supplies. 
However, the contraseasonal rise in 
prices paid for manufacturing milk in 
February this year as compared to Jan¬ 
uary suggests that the usual seasonal 
decline may be delayed or may not be as 
significant this year. 

In view of the rapid changes which 
have taken place in the national milk 
supply and in the supply-sales relation¬ 
ships in Federal order markets some fore¬ 
stalling of the seasonal price decline this 
year is desirable. Temporary action to 
maintain Federal order prices at slightly 
higher levels during the next few months 
will assure that the price increases re¬ 
flected recently will be sustained for a 
period long enough to influence the sup¬ 
ply of milk. After this temporary period 
the normal seasonal up-turn in prices 
should maintain adequate milk supplies. 

The Class I price formulas used in the 
Federal order system have reacted sub¬ 
stantially, as they are designed to do, in 
response to the supply and demand situ¬ 
ation which has developed in the milk 
order areas. However, the abruptness of 
the changes which have taken place in 
the supply and sales situation in Federal 
milk marketing orders requires amend¬ 
ments of the Class I price formulas to 
insure some additional income to dairy 
farmers for a temporary period. This 
action will tend to curb further declines 
in deliveries which as a consequence 
could result in need for higher prices in 
the future. 

It is not necessary, however, in order 
to give assurance of adequate supplies for 
Class I needed in Federal orders to main¬ 
tain the suspension actions which were 
taken on March 2 and these suspension 
actions are being terminated. The price 
formulas will thereafter be allowed to 
operate as herein modified. Although 
the formulas have substantially re¬ 
sponded to the changed supply and sales 
situation in the Federal order markets, 
this response is probably not yet com¬ 


plete and, in any case, is not quite suffi¬ 
cient in the present circumstances to give 
assurance of adequate supplies of milk 
in the Federal order markets. 

Accordingly, the orders should be 
amended to provide that in markets with 
seasonal reduction in Class I prices the 
formulas are restored to operate normally 
with the addition of 22 cents each month 
for the period from the effective date of 
this amendment through June 1966. 
Such an increase at this time will give 
the assurance dairy farmers need con¬ 
cerning levels of Class I prices. 

In those markets where a seasonal de¬ 
cline in the stated differentials is not pro¬ 
vided, it is not feasible to add 22 cents 
per hundredweight to the customary for¬ 
mula. To do so would almost certainly 
result in a contraseasonal decline in 
prices in these markets upon the expira¬ 
tion of this temporary increase. For this 
reason, in these markets it is feasible only 
to provide that prices in May and June 
will not be less than the April Class I 
price. This assures that even though 
basic prices may decline in a normal pat¬ 
tern during the period of seasonally 
higher production this year, Class I prices 
in these market will not decline as a con¬ 
sequence during this period. Normal sea¬ 
sonal changes in basic prices will prob¬ 
ably prevent a contraseasonal decline 
thereafter. The level of basic prices as 
well as the supply-demand situation in 
these markets will be kept under close 
scrutiny. If this situation warrants ad¬ 
ditional changes in Class I prices further 
hearing will be held. 

The amendments to these orders 
should be made effective at the earliest 
possible date even though it may not be 
at the beginning of the monthly account¬ 
ing periods. There will be little differ¬ 
ence in returns to producers whether the 
Class I prices are prorated over the 
month’s utilization based on the number 
of days each price was effective or 
whether tw T o accounting periods in the 
same month are established. Each han¬ 
dler should be given the option of either 
filing two reports for the month or having 
the two Class I prices prorated according 
to the number of days within the month 
for which the different price levels were 
effective. The option chosen by the han¬ 
dler should be indicated at the time of 
filing his report of receipts and utili¬ 
zation. 

No amendatory action is required with 
respect to eight of the orders concerning 
which evidence was received at the hear¬ 
ing. The Class I price of the St. Joseph, 
Mo., order is maintained in fixed rela¬ 
tionship with that of the Greater Kansas 
City order; likewise the Red River Valley 
Class I price is determined by that of 
the Oklahoma Metropolitan order, and 
the Class I price of the Lubbock- 
Plainview, San Antonio, Central West 
Texas, Austin-Waco and Corpus Christ! 
orders are determined by the North 
Texas Class I price. Also, the Class I 
price for the Ozarks order is determined 
by a stated relationship to the St. Louis 
Class I price. 

Contract milk: The Class I prices 
adopted herein should apply equally to 
all Class I milk, including milk disposed 
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of to governmental agencies on a con¬ 
tract basis. 

Proprietary handlers generally took 
the position that, if Class I prices were 
raised as a result of the hearing, special 
provision should be made to exempt from 
the price increase certain contracts en¬ 
tered into prior to the hearing. These 
would include all contracts to supply 
milk to government agencies, municipal, 
state or Federal. They also argued that 
in those markets where the Class I price 
was affected by the suspension orders 
issued by the Assistant Secretary on 
March 1, 1966 (31 F.R. 3383), a similar 
exemption should apply. 

They claimed that these contracts did 
not provide for fluctuations in product 
cost and that it would be impossible to 
renegotiate these contracts to take ac¬ 
count of increases in the levels of the 
Class I prices. They further contended 
that at the time of submitting bids on 
contracts already in effect, they had been 
unable to anticipate increases in the 
Class I prices higher than those provided 
by the existing formulas. Thus, they 
argued special consideration should be 
given in these instances. 

Nearly all cooperative associations tak¬ 
ing a position on this matter were op¬ 
posed to any exemption for contract 
milk. They considered any fluctuation 
in the Class I price a part of the normal 
business risk. 

In preparing bids on a contract which 
may run for as long as 15 months after 
the date a bid is submitted, a handler 
must anticipate that substantial changes 
may occur in the Class I price level dur¬ 
ing the life of the contract. Frequently 
there have been substantial decreases in 
Class I prices. Such price declines have 
served to increase the profit margins of 
handlers serving long-term contracts just 
as price increases have tended to de¬ 
crease them. Such fluctuations in the 
Class I price are a part of the normal 
risk of doing business. It is no more 
feasible or desirable to protect a han¬ 
dler from increased costs as a result of 
unforeseen price increases than it is to 
deprive him of increased profits result¬ 
ing from unanticipated price declines. 

Moreover, it has been found that in¬ 
creases in the Class I price are necessary 
to avert present and potential milk short¬ 
ages. The extra cost of insuring an ade¬ 
quate supply of milk for the fluid sales 
of these markets should be borne by all 
classes of consumers. If contract sales 
were exempt, it would be necessary to 
further increase the price of the remain¬ 
ing Class I milk in order to return the 
same amount to producers. This would 
be neither equitable nor in the public in¬ 
terest, since it would discriminate be¬ 
tween the various types of purchasers, 
merely because of the pattern of their 
Purchases. The housewife should not be 
required to pay a higher price than a 
government institution simply because 
she purchases milk for her family on a 
day-to-day basis while the institution 
contracts for a supply for a period rang- 
U)g from six to twelve months. 

Preferential treatment, therefore, 
should not be given to milk sold under 
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contracts entered into prior to the hear¬ 
ing. 

2. Emergency action. The due and 
timely execution of the function of the 
Secretary under the Act imperatively and 
unavoidably requires the omission of a 
recommended decision and opportunity 
for exceptions thereto, on the above 
issue. 

The conditions in these markets are 
such that it is urgent that remedial ac¬ 
tion be taken as soon as possible. Any 
delay in informing interested parties of 
the conclusions reached will tend to 
make ineffective the relief sought. The 
time necessarily involved in the prepara¬ 
tion, filing and publication of a recom¬ 
mended decision and filing of exceptions 
thereto would in this instance contribute 
to the threat of an insufficient supply of 
milk for these markets. 

The notice of hearing stated that con¬ 
sideration would be given to the economic 
and emergency marketing conditions re¬ 
lating to the proposed amendments. Ac¬ 
tion under the procedure described above 
was requested by proponents at the hear¬ 
ing. 

It is therefore found that good cause 
exists for omission of the recommended 
decision and the opportunity for filing 
exceptions thereto. 

Rulings on proposed findings and con¬ 
clusions: Briefs and proposed findings 
and conclusions were filed on behalf of 
certain interested parties. These briefs, 
proposed findings and conclusions and 
the evidence in the record were consid¬ 
ered in making the findings and conclu¬ 
sions set forth above. To the extent that 
the suggested findings and conclusions 
filed by interested parties are inconsist¬ 
ent with the findings and conclusions 
set forth herein, the requests to make 
such findings or to reach such conclu¬ 
sions are denied for the reasons previ¬ 
ously stated in this decision. 

General findings: The findings and 
determinations hereinafter set forth are 
supplementary and in addition to the 
findings and determinations previously 
made in connection with the issuance of 
each of the aforesaid orders and of the 
previously issued amendments thereto; 
and all of said previous findings and de¬ 
terminations are hereby ratified and 
affirmed, except insofar as such findings 
and determinations may be in conflict 
with the findings and determinations set 
forth herein. The following findings are 
hereby made with respect to each of the 
aforesaid orders. 

(a) The tentative marketing agree¬ 
ment and the order as hereby proposed 
to be amended, and all of the terms and 
conditions thereof will tend to effectuate 
the declared policy of the Act; 

(b) The parity prices of milk, as deter¬ 
mined pursuant to section 2 of the Act, 
are not reasonable in view of the price 
of feeds, available supplies of feeds, and 
other economic conditions which affect 
market supply and demand for milk in 
the marketing area, and the minimum 
prices specified in the proposed market¬ 
ing agreement and the order, as hereby 
proposed to be amended, are such prices 
as will reflect the aforesaid factors, in¬ 
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sure a sufficient quantity of pure and 
wholesome milk, and be in the public 
interest; and 

(c) The tentative marketing agreement 
and the order, as hereby proposed to be 
amended, will regulate the handling of 
milk in the same manner as, and will be 
applicable only to persons in the respec¬ 
tive classes of industrial and commercial 
activity specified in, a marketing agree¬ 
ment upon which a hearing has been 
held. 

Marketing agreement and order: An¬ 
nexed hereto and made a part hereof 
are two documents entitled, respectively. 
“Marketing Agreement Regulating the 
Handling of Milk in Certain Specified 
Marketing Areas" and “Order Amending s 
the Orders, Regulating the Handling of 
Milk in Certain Specified Marketing 
Areas." which have been decided upon as 
the detailed and appropriate means of 
effectuating the foregoing conclusions. 

It is hereby ordered, That all of this 
decision, except the attached marketing 
agreement, be published in the Federal 
Register. The regulatory provisions of 
said marketing agreement are identical 
with those contained in the order, as 
hereby proposed to be amended by the 
attached order which will be published 
with this decision. 

Determination of representative pe¬ 
riod: The month of January 1966 is 
hereby determined to be the representa¬ 
tive period for the purpose of ascertain¬ 
ing whether the issuance of the attached 
orders, as amended and as hereby pro¬ 
posed to be amended, regulating and 
handling of milk in the certain specified 
marketing areas is approved or favored 
by producers, as defined under the terms 
of each of the orders, as amended and as 
hereby proposed to be amended, and who, 
during such representative period were 
engaged in the production of milk for 
sale within each of the aforesaid mar¬ 
keting areas. 

Signed at Washington. D.C.. on 
March 31,1966. 

George L. Mehren, 
Assistant Secretary . 

Order 1 Amending the Orders Regulat¬ 
ing the Handling op Milk in Certain 
Specified Marketing Areas 

7 CFR Part and Marketing Area 

1062 St. Louis. 

1030 Chicago. 

1031 Northwestern Indiana. 

1032 Suburban St. Louis. 

1038 Rock River Valley. 

1039 Milwaukee. 

1051 Madison. 

1063 Quad Clties-Dubuque. 

1064 Kansas City. 

1070 Cedar Rapids-Iowa City. 

1071 Neosho Valley. 

1073 Wichita. 

1074 Southwest Kansas. 

1078 North Central Iowa. 

1079 Des Moines. 

1090 Chattanooga. 


1 This order shall not become effective un¬ 
less and until the requirements of 9 900.14 
of the rules of practice and procedure gov¬ 
erning proceedings to formulate marketing 
agreements and marketing orders have been 
met. 
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1096 Northern Louisiana. 

1097 Memphis. 

1098 Nashville. 

1099 Paducah. 

1106 Oklahoma Metropolitan. 

1108 Central Arkansas. 

1126 North Texas. 

1132 Texas Panhandle. 

1102 Fort Smith. 

1044 Michigan Upper Peninsula. 

1045 Northeastern Wisconsin. 

§_.0 Findings and determinations. 

The findings and determinations here¬ 
inafter set forth are supplementary and 
in addition to the findings and deter¬ 
minations previously made in connection 
with the issuance of each of the aforesaid 
orders and of the previously issued 
amendments thereto; and all of said 
previous findings and determinations 
are hereby ratified and affirmed, except 
insofar as such findings and determina¬ 
tions may be in conflict with the findings 
and determinations set forth herein. 
The following findings are hereby made 
with respect to each of the aforesaid 
orders. 

(a) Findings upon the basis of the 
hearing record. Pursuant to the provi¬ 
sions of the Agricultural Marketing 
Agreement Act of 1937, as amended (7 
U.S.C. 601 et seq.). and the applicable 
rules of practice and procedure govern¬ 
ing the formulation of marketing agree¬ 
ments and marketing orders (7 CFR 
Part 900), a public hearing was held 
upon certain proposed amendments to 
the tentative marketing agreement and 
to the order regulating the handling of 
milk in the above designated marketing 
area. Upon the basis of the evidence in¬ 
troduced at such hearing and the record 
thereof, it is found that: 

(1) The said order as hereby amended, 
and all of the terms and conditions 
thereof, will tend to effectuate the de¬ 
clared policy of the Act; 

(2) The parity prices of milk, ns de¬ 
termined pursuant to section 2 of the 
Act, are not reasonable in view of the 
price of feeds, available supplies of feeds, 
and other economic conditions which 
affect market supply and demand for 
milk in the said marketing area, and 
the minimum prices specified in the or¬ 
der as hereby amended are such prices 
as will reflect the aforesaid factors, in¬ 
sure a sufficient quantity of pure and 
wholesome milk, and be in the public 
interest; and 

(3) The said order as hereby amend¬ 
ed, regulates the handling of milk in the 
same manner as, and is applicable only 
to persons in the respective classes of 
industrial or commercial activity speci¬ 
fied in, a marketing agreement upon 
which a hearing has been held. 

Order Relative to Handling 

It is therefore ordered , That on and 
after the effective date hereof the han¬ 
dling of milk in the respective designated 
marketing areas shall be in conformity 
to and in compliance with the terms 
and conditions of the aforesaid orders, 
as amended and as hereby further 
amended, as follows: 


PART 1030—MILK IN CHICAGO, ILL., 
MARKETING AREA 

Section 1030.51(a) is revised to read 
as follows: 

§ 1030.51 Class prices. 

***** 

(a) Class I milk price . The Class I 
milk price shall be the basic formula 
price for the preceding month plus $1.20 
August through November, $0.80 March 
through June and $1.00 in other months, 
adjusted not more than 24 cents each 
month by plus or minus 2.0 cents, re¬ 
spectively, for each full percent that the 
adjusted supply-demand ratio computed 
as follows, is above or below 72 percent: 
Provided , That from the effective date 
of this amendment through June 1966 
such Class I price shall be increased by 
22 cents. 

(1) Determine the total receipts of 
Grade A milk from all producers (includ¬ 
ing receipts from own-farm production) 
for the most recent 12-month period. 

(2) Determine the total pounds of 
Grade A milk utilized in Class I milk 
during the most recent 12-month period. 

(3) Divide the amount obtained in 
subparagraph (2) of this paragraph by 
the amount obtained in subparagraph 
(1) of this paragraph and round to the 
nearest full percent. The resulting per¬ 
centage shall be known as the “current 
supply-demand ratio." 

(4) If the current supply-demand 
ratio is greater or less than the current 
supply-demand ratio computed by the 
market administrator for the third 
month immediately preceding, add or 
subtract the difference, respectively, to or 
from the percentage computed pursuant 
to subparagraph (3) of this paragraph. 
The result shall be the “adjusted supply- 
demand ratio," and if the current supply- 
demand ratio does not differ from that 
computed for the third month preced¬ 
ing, the current supply-demand ratio 
shall be the “adjusted supply-demand 
ratio." 

* * * * * 


PART 1031—MILK IN NORTHWEST¬ 
ERN INDIANA MARKETING AREA 

Section 1031.51(a) is revised to read as 
follows: 

§ 1031.51 Class prices. 

* * * • ♦ 

(a) Class I milk price. The price for 
Class I milk shall be the basic formula 
price for the preceding month plus $1.36 
August through November, $0.96 March 
through June, and $1.16 in other 
months: Provided , That such Class I 
price shall be increased or decreased, re¬ 
spectively, two cents for each full percent 
that the adjusted supply-demand ratio 
computed pursuant to Part 1030 (Chi¬ 
cago) of this chapter is greater or less 
than 72 percent, but shall not be in¬ 
creased or decreased more than 24 cents 
because of such adjusted supply-demand 
ratio: And provided further , That from 
the effective date of this amendment 


through June 1966 such Class I price 
shall be increased by 22 cents. 

• * ' • * ♦ 


PART 1032—MILK IN THE SUBURBAN 
ST. LOUIS MARKETING AREA 

Section 1032.51(a) (1) is revised to read 
as follows: 

§ 1032.51 Clasa price*. 

***** 

(a) Class I price . (1) The Class I 

price for plants located in the Base Zone 
shall be the basic formula price for the 
preceding month plus $1.50 during each 
of the months of August through No¬ 
vember; plus $1.10 during each of the 
months of March through June and plus 
$1.30 during all other months. Such 
price shall be increased or decreased re¬ 
spectively. by whatever amounts the 
Class I prices computed pursuant to Part 
1030 (Chicago) and Parts 1062 (St. 
Louis, Mo.) are increased or decreased 
by the supply-demand adjustors com¬ 
puted for such month under such parts: 
Provided , That the Class I price so com¬ 
puted from the effective date of this 
amendment through June 1966 shall be 
increased 22 cents; and 

♦ * * * * 


PART 1038—MILK IN ROCK RIVER 
VALLEY MARKETING AREA 

Section 1038.51(a) is revised to read as 
follows: 

§ 1038.51 Claw* prices. 

* * * * * 

(a) Class I milk price. The price for 
Class I milk shall be the basic formula 
price for the preceding month plus $1.12 
August through November; $0.72 March 
through June and $0.92 in other months: 
Provided, That such Class I price shall 
be increased or decreased, respectively, 
two cents for each full percent that the 
adjusted supply-demand ratio computed 
pursuant to Part 1030 (Chicago) of this 
chapter is greater or less than 72 per¬ 
cent, but shall not be increased or de¬ 
creased more than 24 cents because of 
such adjusted supply-demand ratio: And 
provided further , That from the effective 
date of this amendment through June 
1966 such Class I price shall be increased 
by 22 cents. 


PART 1039—MILK IN MILWAUKEE, 
WIS., MARKETING AREA 

Section 1039.51(a) is revised to read 
as follows: 

§ 1039.51 Claw* prices. 

* • • • • 

(a) Class I milk price. The price for 
Class I milk shall be the basic formula 
price for the preceding month plus $1.08 
August through November; $0.68 March 
through June and $0.88 in other months : 
Provided, That such Class I price shall 
be increased or decreased, respectively, 
2 cents for each full percent that the 
adjusted supply-demand ratio computed 
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pursuant to Part 1030 (Chicago) of this 
chapter is greater or less than 72 percent, 
but shall not be increased or decreased 
more than 24 cents because of such ad¬ 
justed supply-demand ratio: And pro - 
vided further , That from the effective 
date of this amendment through June 
1966 such Class I price shall be increased 
by 22 cents. 

• * * * * 


PART 1044—MILK IN MICHIGAN 
UPPER PENINSULA MARKETING 
AREA 

In § 1044.51(a) the introductory text 
preceding subparagraph (1) is revised 
to read as follows: 

§ 1044.51 Class prices. 

* * * * * 

(a) Class I milk price. The Class I 
milk price for plants located in Zone 1 
during the specified periods shall be the 
following amounts plus or minus a sup- 
ply-demand adjustment of not more 
than 24 cents computed pursuant to this 
paragraph: The basic formula price for 
the preceding month plus $0.75 in March 
through June, plus $1.15 in August 
through November, and plus $0.95 in all 
other months: except that from the ef¬ 
fective date of this amendment through 
June 1966 the resulting price shall be 
increased by 22 cents. For plants 
located in Zone 1(a) the price shall be 
the price specified for Zone 1 less 10 
cents; for plants located in Zone n the 
price shall be the price specified for Zone 
I plus 20 cents; and for plants located 
outside of the marketing area and west of 
Lake Michigan, the price (subject to 
§ 1044.53) shall be that specified for Zone 
I and for plants located outside the mar¬ 
keting area and east of Lake Michigan, 
the price (subject to § 1044.53) shall be 
that specified for Zone n. The supply- 
demand adjustment shall be computed as 
follows: 

• • • » * 


PART 1045—MILK IN NORTHEASTERN 
WISCONSIN MARKETING AREA 

In § 1045.51(a) the introductory text 
preceding subparagraph (1) is revised to 
read as follows: 

§ 1045.51 ClaM I milk price. 

• • • • * 

(a) During the specified periods, the 
following amounts plus or minus a sup¬ 
ply-demand adjustment of not more 
than 24 cents computed pursuant to this 
Paragraph: The basic formula price for 
the preceding month plus $0.54 during 
tlie months of March, April, May, and 
June, $0.74 during January, February, 
July, and August, and $0.94 during all 
other months except that from the effec¬ 
tive date of this amendment through 
June 1966 the resulting price shall be 
increased by 22 cents. The supply- 
demand adjustment shall be computed 
us follows: 

• • • * • 


PART 1051—MILK IN MADISON, 
WIS., MARKETING AREA 

Section 1051.51(a) is revised to read as 
follows: 

§ 1051.51 Class prices. 

• • • * ♦ 

(a) Class I milk price. The price for 
Class I milk shall be the basic formula 
price for the preceding month plus $1.08 
August through November, $0.68 March 
through June, and $0.88 in other months: 
Provided, That such Class I price shall 
be increased or decreased, respectively, 
two cents for each full percent that the 
adjusted supply-demand ratio computed 
pursuant to Part 1030 (Chicago) of this 
chapter is greater or less than 72 per¬ 
cent, but shall not be increased or de¬ 
creased more than 24 cents because of 
such adjusted supply-demand ratio: 
And provided further , That from the ef¬ 
fective date of this amendment through 
June 1966 such Class I price shall be 
increased by 22 cents. 

• • • • • 


PART 1062—MILK IN THE ST. LOUIS, 
MO., MARKETING AREA 

Section 1062.51(a) is revised to read 
as follows: 

§ 1062.51 Class prices. 

» • * # # 

(a) Class / milk price. The Class I 
price shall be the basic formula price for 
the preceding month plus $1.60 during 
the months of August, September, Oc¬ 
tober, and November; plus $1.40 during 
the months of December, January, Feb¬ 
ruary, and July; and plus $1.20 during 
all other months. Such price shall be 
increased or decreased by whatever 
amount the Class I price computed pur¬ 
suant to Part 1030 (Chicago) is increased 
or decreased by the supply-demand ad¬ 
justor computed for such month under 
such part; and plus or minus the 
amounts provided in subparagraphs (1) 
and (2) of this paragraph: Provided, 
That the Class I price so computed from 
the effective date of this amendment 
through June 1966 shall be increased 22 
cents: 

(1) If the utilization percentage cal¬ 
culated pursuant to subparagraph (2) 
of this paragraph exceeds 130 subtract, 
or if it is less than 130 add, an amount 
calculated by multiplying the difference 
between such percentage and 130 by 2 
cents; and 

(2) For each month calculate a utili¬ 
zation percentage by dividing the net 
pounds of Class I milk disposed of from 
all pool plants plus the Class I milk 
disposed of in the marketing area from 
nonpool plants, all for the 12-month 
period ending with the beginning of the 
preceding month, into the total pounds 
of producer milk during such 12-month 
period; multiplying by 100, adding or 
subtracting, respectively, any amount by 
which such result is greater or less than 
a comparable 12-month utilization per¬ 
centage as computed for the third month 
preceding; and rounding the resultant 
figure to the nearest whole percent. 


PART 1063—MILK IN QUAD CITIES- 
DUBUQUE MARKETING AREA 

Section 1063:50(b) is revised to read as 
follows: 

§ 1063.50 Basic formula and class 
price#. 

♦ ♦ * * ♦ 

(b) Class I milk price. The Class I 
milk price shall be the basic formula 
price for the preceding month plus $1.30 
August through November, $0.90 March 
through June and $1.10 in other months: 
Provided, That such Class I price shall 
be increased or decreased, respectively, 
two cents for each full percent that the 
adjusted supply-demand ratio computed 
pursuant to Part 1030 (Chicago) of this 
chapter is greater or less than 72 per¬ 
cent, but shall not be increased or de¬ 
creased more than 24 cents because of 
such adjusted supply-demand ratio: 
And provided further , That from the 
effective date of this amendment through 
June 1966 such Class I price shall be in¬ 
creased by 22 cents. 

• • • • • 


PART 1064—MILK IN GREATER KAN¬ 
SAS CITY MARKETING AREA 

In § 1064.51(a) the introductory text 
preceding subparagraph (1) is revised 
to read as follows: 

§ 1061.51 Class price#. 

• • • • * 

(a) Class I milk. The Class I price 
shall be the basic formula price for the 
preceding delivery period plus $1.10 dur¬ 
ing each of the delivery periods of April, 
May, June, and July and plus $1.40 dur¬ 
ing all other delivery periods; and plus 
or minus a supply-demand adjustment 
of not more than 45 cents, computed 
pursuant to this paragraph except that 
from the effective date of this amend¬ 
ment through July 1966 such Class I price 
shall be increased by 22 cents. 


PART 1070—MILK IN CEDAR RAPIDS- 
IOWA CITY MARKETING AREA 

Section 1070.50(b) is revised as follows: 

§ 1070.50 Basic formula and class 
prices. 

***** 

(b) Class I milk price. The Class I 
milk price shall be the basic formula 
price for the preceding month plus $1.30 
August through November. $0.90 March 
through June, and $1.10 in other months: 
Provided, That such Class I price shall 
be increased or decreased, respectively, 2 
cents for each full percent that the ad¬ 
justed supply-demand ratio computed 
pursuant to Part 1030 (Chicago) of this 
chapter is greater or less than 72 percent, 
but shall not be increased or decreased 
more than 24 cents because of such ad¬ 
justed supply-demand ratio: And pro¬ 
vided further, That from the effective 
date of this amendment through. June 
1966 such Class I price shall be increased 
by 22 cents. 

• • * * • 
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PART 1071— MILK IN THE NEOSHO 
VALLEY MARKETING AREA 

In § 1071.51<a), the Introductory text 
which precedes subparagraph (I) is re¬ 
vised to read as follows: 

§ 1071.51 Class prices. 

• * * * * 

(a) Class I milk. The price per hun¬ 
dredweight for Class I milk shall be the 
basic formula price for the preceding 
delivery period plus $1.00 during the de¬ 
livery periods of April through June and 
$1.45 during the delivery periods of July 
through March, and plus 22 cents for the 
period from the effective date of this 
amended order through June 19G6: Pro¬ 
vided, That for each of the delivery pe¬ 
riods of September through December, 
such price shall not be less than that for 
the preceding delivery period, and that 
for each of the delivery periods of April 
through June (except for 1966) such 
price shall be not more than that for the 
preceding delivery period: And provided 
further, That the price so determined 
shall be further adjusted by subtracting 
any amount by which such price ex¬ 
ceeds the higher of, or adding any 
amount by w T hich such price is less than 
the lower of the following: 

* * • * * 


PART 1073—MILK IN THE WICHITA, 
KANS., MARKETING AREA 

In paragraph (a) of § 1073.51, the in¬ 
troductory text which precedes the pro¬ 
viso is revised to read as follows: 

§ 1073.51 Glass prices. 

• • * * * 

(a) Class I milk. The price per hun¬ 
dredweight shall be the basic formula 
price for the preceding month plus $1.57 
during all months of the year and plus 
or minus a supply-demand adjustment 
computed as follows (except that for the 
period from the effective date of this 
amended order through June 1966 the 
Class I milk price shall not be less than 
the price for April 1966): Provided, That 
the Class I price so computed shall not 
be less than the Class I price for milk 
containing 3.5 percent butt erf at for the 
same period pursuant to Federal Or¬ 
der No. 64 (Greater Kansas City) dur¬ 
ing each month of the period August 
through March and plus 10 cents for 
each of the months of April through July, 
nor more than the Kansas City Class I 
price (3.5 percent butterfat content) plus 
50 cents during each of the months of 
the period August through March and 
plus 60 cents for each of the months of 
April through July. 

• * * * * 


PART 1074—MILK IN THE SOUTH¬ 
WEST KANSAS MARKETING AREA 

In paragraph (a) of § 1074.51 the in¬ 
troductory text which precedes subpara¬ 
graph (1) is revised to read as follows: 


§ 1071.51 Class price#. 

• * * * * 

(a) Class I milk. The price per hun¬ 
dredweight shall be the basic formula 
price for the preceding month plus $1.65 
during all months of the year and plus 
or minus a supply-demand adjustment 
computed as follows (except that for the 
period from the effective date of this 
amended order through June 1966 the 
Class I milk price shall not be less than 
the price for April 1966): 

♦ ♦ • * * 


PART 1078—MILK IN NORTH CEN¬ 
TRAL IOWA MARKETING AREA 

Section 1078.50(b) is revised to read 
as follows: 

§ 1078.50 Banic formula and class 
prices. 

***** 

(b) Class I milk price. The Class I 
milk price at plants located in Zone 1 
shall be the basic formula price for the 
preceding month plus $1.25 August 
through November, $0.85 March through 
June, and $1.05 in other months: Pro¬ 
vided, That such Class I price shall be 
increased or decreased, respectively, 2 
cents for each full percent that the ad¬ 
justed supply-demand ratio computed 
pursuant to Part 1030 (Chicago) of this 
chapter is greater or less than 72 percent, 
but shall not be increased or decreased 
more than 24 cents because of such ad¬ 
justed supply-demand ratio: And pro¬ 
vided further, That from the effective 
date of this amendment through June 
1966 such Class I price shall be increased 
by 22 cents. “Zone X" means all the 
territory in the counties of Humboldt, 
Wright, Franklin, Butler, Bremer, Web¬ 
ster, Hamilton, Hardin, Grundy, Black 
Hawk, and Buchanan, all in the State of 
Iowa. 

***** 


PART 1079—MILK IN DES MOINES, 
IOWA, MARKETING AREA 

Section 1079.50(b) is revised to read 
as follows: 

§ 1079.50 Basic formula and class 
prices. 

***** 

(b) Class I milk price. The Class I 
milk price shall be the basic formula 
price for the preceding month plus $1.45 
August through November, $1.05 March 
through June, and $1.25 in other 
months: Provided, That such Class I 
price shall be increased or decreased, re¬ 
spectively, 2 cents for each full percent 
that the adjusted supply-demand ratio 
computed pursuant to Part 1030 (Chi¬ 
cago) of tills chapter is greater or less 
than 72 percent, but shall not be in¬ 
creased or decreased more than 24 cents 
because of such adjusted supply-demand 
ratio: And provided further, That from 
the effective date of this amendment 
through June 1966 such Class I price 
shall be increased by 22 cents. For milk 
received from approved dairy farmers at 


an approved plant outside the base zone 
the price otherwise applicable pursuant 
to this paragraph shall be reduced 10 
cents. 

***** 


PART 1090—MILK IN THE CHATTA¬ 
NOOGA, TENN., MARKETING AREA 

In § 1090.51, the introductory text of 
paragraph (a) is revised to read as 
follows: 

§ 1090.51 ('lass prices. 

***** 

(a) Class I milk price . The price per 
hundredweight for Class I milk for the 
month shall be the basic formula price 
for the preceding month subject to the 
adjustments provided in subparagraphs 
(1) and (2) of this paragraph: Provided, 
That for the months of May and June 
1966 the Class I price shall be not less 
than the April 1966 Class I price; 
***** 


PART 1096—MILK IN THE NORTHERN 
LOUISIANA MARKETING AREA 

Section 1096.51(a) is revised to read as 
follows: 

§ 1096.51 Class prices. 

***** 

(a) Class I milk price. The Class I 
milk price shall be the basic formula 
price for the preceding month plus $2.27 : 
Provided, That the Class I price for the 
months of May and June 1966 shall be 
not less than the Class I price for April 
1966. 


PART 1097—MILK IN THE MEMPHIS, 
TENN., MARKETING AREA 

In Section 1097.51(a) the language 
preceding subparagraph (1) is revised 
to read as follows: 

§ 1097.51 Class price#. 

***** 

(a) Class I milk price. The price per 
hundredweight for Class I milk for the 
month shall be the basic formula price 
for the preceding month plus $1.50 in 
each of the months of March through 
July and $1.91 in all other months; and 
plus or minus a supply-demand adjust¬ 
ment computed pursuant to subpara¬ 
graphs (1) through (3) of this para¬ 
graph: Provided, That the Class I price 
so computed from the effective date of 
this amendment through July 1966 shall 
be increased 22 cents: 

***** 


PART 1098—MILK IN THE NASHVILLE, 
TENN., MARKETING AREA 

The introductory text of § 1098.51(a) 
is revised to read as follows: 

§ 1098.51 Clu*» prices. 

• • • • • 

(a) Class I price. The Class I milk 
price shall be the basic formula price for 
the preceding month plus $1.53 during 
the months of August through January. 
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plus $1.23 during all other months and 
plus or minus a supply-demand adjust¬ 
ment calculated for each month pur¬ 
suant to subparagraphs (1) and (2) of 
this paragraph: Provided , That the Class 
I price from the effective date of this 
amendment through July 1966 shall be 
the basic formula price for the preceding 
month plus $1.45 plus or minus a supply- 
demand adjustment calculated for each 
month pursuant to subparagraphs (1) 
and (2) of this paragraph: 


PART 1099—MILK IN THE PADUCAH, 
KY., MARKETING AREA 

Section 1099.51(a) is revised to read as 
follows: 

§1099.51 Class prices. 

00000 

(a) Class I milk price. The price for 
Class I milk for the month shall be the 
basic formula price for the preceding 
month, plus $1.05 in April, May, and June, 
$1.15 in July and March and $1.45 in the 
other months: Provided , That 10 cents 
shall be added to the price for Class I 
milk at pool plants located within that 
portion of the marketing area in the 
State of Missouri: And provided further , 
That the applicable Class I price so com¬ 
puted from the effective date of this 
amendment through June 1966 shall be 
increased 22 cents. 


PART 1102—MILK IN THE FORT 

SMITH, ARK., MARKETING AREA 

In § 1102.51(a), the language preced¬ 
ing subparagraph (1) is revised to read 
as follows: 

§1102.51 Cla»8 prices. 

• • • • « 

(a) Class I milk. The price per hun¬ 
dredweight for Class I milk for the month 
shall be the basic formula price for the 
preceding month, plus $1.45 in each of 
the months of April through June and 
$1.85 in all other months; and plus or 
minus a supply-demand adjustment 
computed pursuant to subparagraphs (1) 
through (3) of this paragraph: Provided , 
That the Class I price so computed from 
the effective date of this amendment 
through June 1966 shall be increased 22 
cents: 

• * • • m 


PART 1106— MILK IN THE OKLA¬ 
HOMA METROPOLITAN MARKET¬ 
ING AREA 

In paragraph (a) of § 1106.51 the text 
which precedes subparagraph (1) is re¬ 
vised to read as follows: 

§1106.51 Class prices. 

• • • 0 0 

(a) Class I milk. The basic formula 
Price for the preceding month plus $1.48 
during the months of April, May, and 
June and $1.88 during all other months. 
Plus 22 cents for the period from the ef¬ 


fective date of this amended order 
through June 1966: Provided, Thai; for 
each of the months of September, Octo¬ 
ber, November, and December, such 
price shall not be less than that for the 
preceding month, and that for each of 
the months of April. May, and June (ex¬ 
cept 1966) such price shall not be more 
than that for the preceding month. To 
this price add or subtract a “supply-de¬ 
mand adjustment” of not more than 50 
cents, computed as follows: 


PART 1108—MILK IN THE CENTRAL 
ARKANSAS MARKETING AREA 

In § 1108.51(a), the language preced¬ 
ing subparagraph (1) is revised to read 
as follows: 

§1108.51 Class prices. 

0 0 0 0 0 

(a) Class I milk price. The price per 
hundredweight for Class I milk for the 
month shall be the basic formula price 
for the preceding month, plus $1.50 in 
each of the months of March through 
July and $1.91 in all other months; and 
plus or minus a supply-demand adjust¬ 
ment computed pursuant to subpara¬ 
graphs (1) through (3) of this para¬ 
graph; Provided , That the Class I price 
so computed from the effective date of 
this amendment through July 1966 shall 
be increased 22 cents: 


PART 1126—MILK IN THE NORTH 
TEXAS MARKETING AREA 

In paragraph (a) of § 1126.51 the in¬ 
troductory text preceding subparagraph 
(1) is revised to read as follows: 

§1126.51 Class prices. 

0 0 0 0 9 

(a) Class / price. The Class I price 
shall be the basic formula price for the 
preceding month (rounded to the near¬ 
est one-tenth cent), plus $1.85 for the 
months of March through June, and plus 
$2.25 for all other months; plus 22 cents 
for the period from the effective date of 
tills amended order through June 1966; 
and subject to a supply-demand adjust¬ 
ment of not more than 50 cents com¬ 
puted as follows: 

• • * • • 

PART 1132—MILK IN THE TEXAS 

PANHANDLE MARKETING AREA 

In § 1132.51, paragraph (a) is revised 
to read as follows: 

§1132.51 Claw prices. 

0 0 0 0 0 

(a) Class I milk price. The Class I 
milk price shall be the basic formula 
price for the preceding month, plus $2.15 
during the months of July through Feb¬ 
ruary and plus $1.85 during all other 
months, plus 22 cents for the period 
from the effective date of this amended 
order through June 1966. 

IFJR. Doc. 66-3633; Filed, Apr. 4, 1966; 

8:48 a.m.J 


[ 7 CFR Part 1065, etc. 1 

NEBRASKA-WESTERN IOWA MILK 
MARKETING AREA, ETC. 

Decision on Proposed Amendments 
to Tentative Marketing Agreements 
and to Orders 

Pursuant to the provisions of the Ag¬ 
ricultural Marketing Agreement Act of 
1937, as amended (7 U.S.C. 601 et seq.). 
and the applicable rules of practice and 
procedure governing the formulation of 
marketing agreements and marketing or¬ 
ders (7 CFR Part 900), a public hearing 
was held at Denver, Colo., March 10, 
1966, on proposed amendments to the 
tentative marketing agreements and or¬ 
ders regulating the handling of milk in 
each of the marketing areas specified as 
follows, pursuant to notice thereof issued 
on March 1,1966 (31 FJEt. 3466): 


7 CFR 
Part 

Marketing Area 

Docket Nos. 

1065 

Nebraska*Western Iowa.... 

AO 86-A17. 

1006 

Sioux City, Iowa .. 

AO 122 -A 12. 

1008 

Minnoapolis-St. Paul, 
Minn. 

AO 178-A16. 

1000 

Duluth-Superior. 

AO 153-AIO. 

1075 

Black Hills, 8. Dak_ 

AO 248-A5. 

1076 

Eastern South Dakota_ 

AO 260-A7. 

1125 

Puget Sound... 

AO 226-A12. 

1131 

Central Arizona_ 

AO 271-AD. 

1133 

Inland Empire___ 

AO 275-A12. 

1134 

Western Colorado. 

AO 301-A4. 

1136 

Great Basin_ 

AO 309-A7, 

1137 

Eastern Colorado__ 

AO 326-A8. 

1138 

Rio Grande Valley. 

AO 335-A6. 


Preliminary statement: The aforesaid 
public hearing was one of three regional 
hearings held during the period March 
9-12, 1966, at which the same issues with 
respect to all Federal milk orders were 
considered. 

At the same time the hearings were 
announced, action was also taken to sus¬ 
pend certain provisions of 36 (affecting 
45) of the 74 milk orders to forestall 
normal seasonal declines in Class I milk 
prices pending consideration in hearing 
of proposals to increase Class I milk 
prices in all Federal order markets. The 
suspension orders are being terminated 
in a separate action. 

The material issues on the record of 
the hearing related to: 

1. The appropriate level of Class I 
prices for coming months; and 

2. The need for emergency action. 

Findings and conclusions: The follow¬ 
ing findings and conclusions on the ma¬ 
terial issues are based on evidence pre¬ 
sented at the hearing and the record 
thereof: 

1. Class J prices. The Class I price in 
each market that does not have a sea¬ 
sonal Class I pricing formula, should be 
not less than the April Class I price for 
the period from the effective date of this 
amendment through June 1966. For 
those markets where seasonal pricing 
applies, the Class I price should be in¬ 
creased 22 cents per hundredweight 
through June 1966. 

These price adjustments are necessary 
because of the general declines in pro¬ 
ducer milk deliveries and the higher level 
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of Class I use of producer milk than a 
year ago. 

The price proposals made at the hear¬ 
ing by producer cooperative associations 
were generally to the effect that Class I 
prices in all markets should be increased 
approximately 45 cents per hundred¬ 
weight in all markets through March 
1967. The 45 cents was based on the 
fact that this was the maximum seasonal 
change in Class I differentials effective 
in orders having seasonal pricing 
patterns. 

Only one market considered at this 
hearing, the Rio Grande Valley area, was 
affected by the March 1 suspension 
order. In the Rio Grande Valley order 
the seasonal decline in the Class I differ¬ 
ential is 30 cents per hundredweight for 
the months of March through June. 
While the Minneapolis-St. Paul and 
Duluth-Superior orders have seasonal 
changes in differentials, no suspension 
action was taken in these orders since 
the lowest differential to each of these 
orders has been in effect since December 
1965. 

There is no seasonal change in Class I 
differentials of the remaining 10 markets 
considered at this hearing. Cooperative 
association witnesses from these markets 
favored price increases up to a year dura¬ 
tion as a means of avoiding what they 
considered contraseasonal pricing if price 
increases were to be in effective during 
spring months but not for the coming 
fall season. 

A number of witnesses favoring a 45- 
cent price increase emphasized that the 
major portion should be through higher 
support prices and their consequent ef¬ 
fect upon manufacturing grade milk 
values which are used as basic prices 
under these orders. Many of such 
witnesses testified that about 20 cents 
per hundred pounds would be the appro¬ 
priate amount by which Class I milk 
prices might increase relative to manu¬ 
facturing grade milk prices. 

The principal emphasis of most pro¬ 
ducer witnesses and of many handler 
witnesses was that any temporary price 
increase should be uniform among all 
orders so that price alignment among 
markets would not be disturbed by tem¬ 
porary price actions resulting from this 
hearing and other such hearings for 
other Federal order markets. 

General Production Conditions: Milk 
production in the United States has been 
below a year earlier in each month since 
April 1965. From April through July, 
production was down about 1 percent 
from a year earlier, but beginning with 
a drop of nearly 2 percent in August from 
the previous year, the decline in produc¬ 
tion has accelerated. Total U.S. milk 
production was below the corresponding 
month of the previous year by the fol¬ 
lowing percentages: 


Year and month 

1965 Percent 

August- 1. 8 

September- 2. 6 

October--- 3.1 

November_ 3. 6 

December _ 6.1 

1966 

January - 6.3 

February _ 5.8 


PROPOSED RULE MAKING 

The decline in milk production from 
the year before is greatest in the West 
North Central States where February 
output was down at least 10 percent in 
each State except Missouri. February 
production was down 4 percent in New 
York and 4 percent or more in each of 
the East North Central States. Produc¬ 
tion was below a year earlier in 31 States 
and equal to a year ago in 10 States. 
There were gains over last year in only 
nine States which account for about 
8 percent of total U.S. milk production. 

The drop in milk production is due 
primarily to the reduction in numbers of 
milk cows on farms. Milk cows on farms 
were 4 percent fewer in December 1965 
than in December 1964. During the last 
half of 1965, milk cows were eliminated 
from herds at the rate of 79,000 per 
month whereas the rate at which milk 
cows were reduced in the last half of 
1964 was 30,000 per month. The de¬ 
cline in number of milk cows was caused 
by higher culling rates and fewer heifer 
calves kept for milk production. 

A halt in the long-time uptrend in 
milk production per cow also contributed 
to the decline in milk production. The 
U.S. average milk output per cow in Feb¬ 
ruary was down 2 pounds from a year 
earlier—January average output was the 
same as a year earlier and December 
milk production per cow was only 1 
pound more than in December 1964. In 
contrast, milk output per cow during 
the first quarter of 1965 w T as nearly 3 
percent greater than in the first quarter 
of 1964. 

The reduction in milk cow numbers is 
attributed largely to relatively high beef 
and hog prices. Higher meat prices have 
induced more culling of older cows as 
well as the slaughtering of more veal 
calves. Also, the higher beef and hog 
prices have encouraged some farmers to 
shift farm resources from dairy to meat 
production. 

The generally tight supply of labor for 
dairy farms has caused many farmers, 
particularly older farmers, to discontinue 
dairying. Farm wage rates are well 
above last year and the supply of avail¬ 
able workers is down. Off-farm employ¬ 
ment opportunities apparently are at¬ 
tracting many workers ordinarily em¬ 
ployed on dairy farms. The draft calls 
for young men for military service also 
have reduced the labor supply. 

The drop in milk output per cow has 
occurred in spite of higher feeding rates 
and more favorable milk-feed price ra¬ 
tios. In February the milk-feed price 
ratio was 1.47, up 4 percent from a year 
earlier and 3 percent from the February 
1960-64 average. Reported feeding rates 
for grains and concentrates averaged 
10.2 pounds per cow on February 1. 
This was 4 percent more than the 9.8 
pounds fed a year earlier and 21 percent 
above the 1960-64 average. In some 
areas, dairymen reported feed supplies 
this year do not contain their normal 
nutrient value. 

Although milk production is currently 
running more than 5 percent below last 
year, fluid milk sales are up. reflecting 
the demands of 2 million more consumers 
since last year. Sales of fluid whole milk 
in city markets during 1965 averaged 1 


percent above sales in 1964. Sales in 
January 1966 were 2 percent higher than 
a year earlier. The increased sales of 
fluid milk, coupled with the decreased 
total milk production resulted in a 
smaller supply of milk for manufactured 
dairy products. As a consequence, stocks 
of dairy products held by the U.S. Gov¬ 
ernment are negligible at the present 
time, a condition which has not prevailed 
for several years. 

The production of butter and nonfat 
dry milk has reflected the reduced supply 
situation to the greatest extent. Butter 
production in January was down 25 per¬ 
cent from a year ago and nonfat dry milk 
production was down 30 percent. Amer¬ 
ican cheese production was down 7 per¬ 
cent. Higher market prices for cheese 
relative to butter channeled milk from 
the manufacture of butter and nonfat 
dry milk to cheese production. 

The higher prices of manufactured 
dairy products and the tight supply has 
generated active competition for sup¬ 
plies on the part of manufacturing milk 
plants. The average price paid for man¬ 
ufacturing grade milk in Minnesota and 
Wisconsin ranged from $3.20 to $3.25 in 
the months January through August 
1965. It advanced steadily during the 
remainder of the year to $3.47 in Decem¬ 
ber. In 1966 the average climbed from 
$3.47 in January to $3.58 in February. 
The February price was 36 cents above 
the average price paid in February 1965. 

Federal Order Production: Federal 
milk orders account for about 70 percent 
of the milk eligible for fluid use in the 
United States and for about two-thirds 
of total fluid milk and cream sales. Such 
orders price also about 30 percent of all 
milk used in manufactured milk prod¬ 
ucts. The price levels effective under 
such orders therefore have a highly sig¬ 
nificant effect upon the level of milk 
production nationally and upon dairy 
farmers’ incomes. 

For the year 1965 producer deliveries 
of milk to Federal order handlers 
amounted to 54.4 billion pounds, 0.4 per¬ 
cent over 1964. Daily deliveries for all 
Federal order markets averaged 943 
pounds per producer in 1965, or 6 per¬ 
cent over a year earlier, while the average 
annual increase for 1960-64 was 8 per¬ 
cent. The average number of producers 
covered by the orders declined 6 percent 
in 1965 from 1964, approximately off¬ 
setting the smaller than average gain in 
deliveries per producer. 

Deliveries used in Class I were 34.6 bil¬ 
lion pounds, or 2.1 percent higher than in 
1964. The 67 order markets (with no 
significant changes in marketing areas) 
in effect in all of 1964 and 1965 accounted 
for four-fifths of the gain in Class I use. 
However, the six expanded (or non¬ 
comparable) markets accounted for 
nine-tenths of the gain in producer de¬ 
liveries. For the 67 comparable mar¬ 
kets, total producer deliveries for the 
year were unchanged, compared with a 
Class I sales increase of 1.8 percent. 
Regionally, the percentage of producer 
deliveries used in Class I increased for 
regulated markets in the South Atlantic, 
East North Central, and West North 
Central regions; did not change signifi¬ 
cantly in New England, Middle Atlantic 
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and Mountain markets; and were slightly 
lower in the East South Central. West 
South Central, Southern and Pacific 
markets. 

The general downward trend in pro¬ 
ducer deliveries in Federal order mar¬ 
kets. the extent of which is not fully 
revealed by 1965 annual figures, is em¬ 
phasized by delivery data for the late 
months of last year. A general slacken¬ 
ing in deliveries from a year earlier 
began in August 1965 and has continued 
for each subsequent month, with higher 
rates of decline during the recent months 
of November 1965 through February. 
Total producer deliveries in recent 
months compare with the corresponding 
month a year earlier as follows: 


Year and month 


1965 

Percent 

August _ 

_-0.9 

September _ 

_-1.1 

October- 

_ —0.9 

November.. 

.-2.6 

December.. 

_ -2.9 

January _ 

_ -3.9 

February_ 

.-2.9 


The decline in producer deliveries has 
been particularly severe in the East 
North Central markets (Western group) 
which includes Chicago, the major mar¬ 
ket in this group. For example, producer 
deliveries in the Chicago market as com¬ 
pared with the same month a year earlier 
were down 1.4 percent in August, 6.5 per¬ 
cent in September, 6.9 percent in October, 
10.5 percent in November, 12.9 percent in 
December, and 12.6 percent in January. 1 
For the entire “Western Group” in this 
region as a whole deliveries were down 
2.4 percent in August, 5.9 percent in 
September, 7.5 percent in October, 8.6 
percent in November, 10.5 percent in 
December, and 8.8 percent in January. 

A substantial decline likewise has oc¬ 
curred in the Northern group of markets 
in the West North Central region, which 
includes those markets in Minnesota, 
South Dakota, Iowa, and Nebraska. This 
region shows declines from the year be¬ 
fore of 1.3 percent in August, 4.5 percent 
in September. 7.0 percent in October, 7.4 
percent in November, 8.2 percent in De¬ 
cember, and 8.5 percent in January. The 
declines in major Iowa markets have 
been even more severe than for this group 
as a whole. 

Aggregate producer deliveries in Jan¬ 
uary in all Federal order markets were 
3.9 percent under the January 1965 level. 
Tlie declines are widespread, taking place 
to most of the larger markets, with all 
regions but the East South Central and 
West South Central reflecting decreases 
in January compared to last year. 

Producer milk in Class I continues to 
increase in Federal order markets as the 
result of both greater demand and de¬ 
clining producer deliveries. Percentage 
changes in producer milk in Class I com¬ 
pared with the corresponding months 
the year before have been as follows since 
August: a 


1 Percentages also reflect changes in North¬ 
western Indiana, a closely related market. 

<2 comparable markets, January 1966; 67 
°°mparable markets, August-December 1965. 


Year and month 


1965 

August_ 

Percent 
. -1-0.9 

September - 

- 4.1.9 

October_ 

_ - .8 

November _ 

-4-5.1 

December __ _ 

.. 4-34 

1966 


January_ 

..4-3.3 

February_ 

_ 4-3.9 


In January, an increase in Class I util¬ 
ization took place in 53 markets, while 12 
showed a decrease and 7 showed no 
change. Gains in percentage of use in 
Class I over January 1965 generally were 
greatest in the “East North Central,” 
“West North Central” (northern) area, 
and “Southern” areas. While for the 
entire group of 72 order markets total 
Class I use averaged 68 percent of pro¬ 
ducer deliveries in January (5 percent up 
from January 1965), 33 markets exceeded 
80 percent utilization in such month 
(not generally included among low pro¬ 
duction months) compared with 23 mar¬ 
kets in January a year ago. In February 
67 percent of producer deliveries was 
used in Class I in all markets as com¬ 
pared to 63 percent in February 1965. 
In this most recent month for which 
data are available 37 markets had Class 
I utilization of 80 percent or higher as 
against 26 in February last year. 

The general decline in milk production 
on a nationwide basis reflects to some 
extent the production pattern developing 
in most of the 13 markets involved in 
the Denver hearing. Producer deliveries 
in these markets as a group were prac¬ 
tically the same in 1965 as in 1964, al¬ 
though there was some decrease on an 
annual basis for certain markets in the 
West North Central region. A notable 
drop in production has occurred in most 
of the markets during the last 2 months 
of 1965 and the first 2 months of 1966, 
however. For the northern group of 
markets in the West North Central re¬ 
gion, milk production in November and 
December averaged 7.4 percent and 7.6 
percent less than in the corresponding 
months a year earlier. Production de¬ 
creases have continued in 1966 with Jan¬ 
uary and February being 8.5 percent and 
6.6 percent less than in those months in 
1965. 

Shortening of milk supplies in this 
region is pointed up by the sizeable vol¬ 
ume of milk imported in the Nebraska - 
Western Iowa market in recent months 
for use by local handlers. In the months 
of July through December 1965, 26.4 
million pounds of milk were imported. 
Imports in 1964 during the same months 
total 5.7 million pounds. 

A similar trend of decreasing produc¬ 
tion has developed also In those markets 
located in the Mountain region. De¬ 
creases of 1.5 percent in November and 
3.0 percent in December 1965 over the 
same months in 1964 occurred. There 
was a somewhat greater drop in produc¬ 
tion in these markets in the following 2 
months—4.8 percent in January and 4.2 
percent in February. 

At the same time that production has 
been decreasing, producer milk used in 
Class I has been at a higher level in most 
of the 13 markets. Such utilization of 


producer milk for these markets as a 
group changed little in 1965 over 1964. 
In November and December 1965, how¬ 
ever, producer milk in Class I averaged 
3.8 percent and 2.1 percent over the cor¬ 
responding months in 1964. Class I 
utilization was only slightly higher than 
a year earlier in January and February 
1966. 

Gross Class I sales in these markets, 
however, have been substantially greater 
than a year ago. In January 1966. for 
example, gross Class I sales were 4.45 per¬ 
cent greater than in January 1965. This 
reflects the fact that many of these mar¬ 
kets found it necessary to import sub¬ 
stantial quantities of other source milk 
to meet their fluid requirements. 

Milk Prices: The Class I prices for milk 
regulated under all Federal milk orders 
averaged higher in 1965 than in 1964. 
In January 1966 the average Class I price 
in Federal order markets was up 15 cents 
from January 1965. The February Class 
I average for all order markets was 21 
cents above the February 1965 average. 
On March 1 (before suspension actions 
which became effective March 2) Class 
I prices averaged $5.10, 33 cents higher 
than a year earlier. The average of all 
Class I prices for the entire month which 
includes the higher prices established 
by suspension action in some markets 
was $5.22, up 45 cents from the $4.77 
average for March 1965. 

The increases in Class I prices are due 
primarily to the higher prices being paid 
for manufacturing grade milk. The 
average price paid for manufacturing 
milk in Minnesota and Wisconsin, which 
is a factor used in pricing Class I milk in 
most markets other than those on the 
Atlantic seaboard, was 22 cents higher 
in January 1966 than in January 1965 
and in February 1966 climbed to 36 cents 
over the February 1965 average. 

Although Class I prices have advanced 
substantially in recent months compared 
to prices in the corresponding month a 
year earlier, we may expect some de¬ 
creases from the present levels in the 
spring months. Some reduction in the 
prices paid for manufacturing grade 
milk normally occurs in response to the 
seasonal increase in milk supplies. 
However, the contraseasonal rise in 
prices paid for manufacturing milk in 
February this year as compared to Jan¬ 
uary suggests that the usual seasonal de¬ 
cline may be delayed or may not be as 
significant this year. 

In view of the rapid changes which 
have taken place in the national milk 
supply and in the supply-sales relation¬ 
ships in Federal order markets, some 
forestalling of the seasonal price decline 
this year is desirable. Temporary action 
to maintain Federal order prices at 
slightly higher levels during the next few 
months will assure that the price in¬ 
creases reflected recently will be sus¬ 
tained for a period long enough to in¬ 
fluence the supply of milk. After this 
temporary period the normal seasonal 
up-tum in prices should maintain ade¬ 
quate milk supplies. 

The Class I price formulas used In the 
Federal order system have reacted sub- 
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stantially, as they are designed to do, 
in response to the supply and demand 
situation which has developed in the 
milk order areas. However, the abrupt¬ 
ness of the changes which have taken 
place in the supply and sales situation 
in Federal milk marketing orders re¬ 
quires amendments of the Class I price 
formulas to insure some additional in¬ 
come to dairy farmers for a temporary 
period. This action will tend to curb 
further declines in deliveries which as a 
consequence could result in need for 
higher prices in the future. 

It is not necessary, however, in order 
to give assurance of adequate supplies for 
Class I needs In Federal orders to main¬ 
tain the suspension actions which were 
taken on March 2 and these suspension 
actions are being terminated. The price 
formulas will thereafter be allowed to 
operate as herein modified. Although 
the formulas have substantially respond¬ 
ed to the changed supply and sales situa¬ 
tion in the Federal order markets, this 
response is probably not yet complete 
and, in any case, is not quite sufficient in 
the present circumstances to give assur¬ 
ance of adequate supplies of milk in the 
Federal order markets. 

Accordingly, the orders should be 
amended to provide that in the markets 
with seasonal reductions in Class I prices 
the formulas are restored to operate 
normally with the addition of 22 cents 
each month for the period from the ef¬ 
fective date of this amendment through 
June 1966. Such an increase at this 
time will give the assurance dairy 
farmers need concerning levels of Class 
I prices. 

In those markets where a seasonal de¬ 
cline in the stated differentials is not 
provided, it is not feasible to add 22 cents 
per hundredweight to the customary 
formula. To do so would almost cer¬ 
tainly result in a contraseasonal decline 
in prices in these markets upon the ex¬ 
piration of this temporary increase. For 
this reason, in these markets it is feasible 
only to provide that prices in May and 
June will not be less than the April Class 
I price. This assures that even though 
basic prices may decline in a normal 
pattern during the period of seasonally 
higher production this year, Class I prices 
In these markets wdll not decline as a 
consequence during this period. Normal 
seasonal changes in basic prices will 
probably prevent a contraseasonal de¬ 
cline thereafter. The level of basic prices 
as well as the supply-demand situation 
in these markets will be kept under 
close scrutiny. If this situation warrants 
additional changes in Class I prices, fur¬ 
ther hearing will be held. 

No amendment action is required for 
the Western Colorado order to effectuate 
the conclusions of this decision. The 
Class I price of this order is determined 
by the Class I price of the Eastern 
Colorado order which is to be amended. 

The amendments to these orders 
should be made effective at the earliest 
possible date even though it may not be 
at the beginning of the monthly ac¬ 
counting periods. There will be little 
difference in returns to producers 
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whether the Class I prices are prorated 
over the month’s utilization based on the 
number of days each price was effective 
or whether two accounting periods in 
the same month are established. Each 
handler should be given the option of 
either filing two reports for the month or 
having the two Class I prices prorated 
according to the number of days within 
the month for which the different price 
levels were effective. The option chosen 
by the handler should be indicated at the 
time of filing his report of receipts and 
utilization. 

Contract Milk. The Class I prices 
adopted herein should apply equally to 
all Class I milk, including milk disposed 
of to governmental agencies on a con¬ 
tract basis. 

Proprietary handlers generally took the 
position that, if Class I prices were raised 
as a result of the hearing, special provi¬ 
sion should be made to exempt from the 
price increase certain contracts entered 
into prior to the hearing. These would 
include all contracts to supply milk to 
government agencies, municipal, State 
or Federal. They also argued that in 
those markets where the Class I price 
was affected by the suspension orders 
issued by the Assistant Secretary on 
March 1, 1966 (31 F.R. 3383). a similar 
exemption should apply. 

They claimed that these contracts did 
not provide for fluctuations in product 
cost and that it would be impossible to 
renegotiate these contracts to take ac¬ 
count of increases in the levels of the 
Class I prices. They further contended 
that at the time of submitting bids on 
contracts already in effect, they had been 
unable to anticipate increases in the 
Class I prices higher than those provided 
by the existing formulas. Thus, they 
argued special consideration should be 
given in these instances. 

Nearly all cooperative associations 
taking a position on this matter, some of 
which are engaged in the processing and 
distribution of fluid milk products, were 
opposed to any exemption for contract 
milk. They considered any fluctuation 
in the Class I price a part of the normal 
business risk. 

In preparing bids on a contract which 
may run for as long as 15 months after 
the date a bid is submitted, a handler 
must anticipate that substantial changes 
may occur in the Class I price level dur¬ 
ing the life of the contract. Frequently 
there have been substantial decreases in 
Class I prices. Such price declines have 
served to increase the profit margins of 
handlers serving long-term contracts 
just as price increases have tended to 
decrease them. Such fluctuations in the 
Class I price are a part of the normal risk 
of doing business. It is no more feasible 
or desirable to protect a handler from 
increased costs as a result of unforeseen 
price increases than it is to deprive him 
of increased profits resulting from un¬ 
anticipated price declines. 

Moreover, it has been found that in¬ 
creases in the Class I price are necessary 
to avert present and potential milk short¬ 
ages. The extra cost of insuring an ade¬ 
quate supply of milk for the fluid sales 


of these markets should be borne by all 
classes of consumers. If contract sales 
were exempt, it would be necessary to 
further increase the price of the remain¬ 
ing Class I milk in order to return the 
same amount to producers. This would 
be neither equitable nor in the public 
interest, since it would discriminate be¬ 
tween the various types of purchasers, 
merely because of the pattern of their 
purchases. The housewife should not be 
required to pay a higher price than a 
government institution simply because 
she purchases milk for her family on a 
day-to-day basis while the institution 
contracts for a supply for a period rang¬ 
ing from six to twelve months. 

Preferential treatment, therefore, 
should not be given to milk sold under 
contracts entered into prior to the hear¬ 
ing. 

2. Emergency action. The due and 
timely execution of the function of the 
Secretary under the Act imperatively 
and unavoidably requires the omission 
of a recommended decision and oppor¬ 
tunity for exceptions thereto on Issue No. 
1. The conditions in these markets are 
such that it is urgent that remedial ac¬ 
tion be taken as soon as possible. Any 
delay in informing interested parties of 
the conclusions made will tend to make 
ineffective the relief sought. The time 
necessarily involved in the preparation, 
filing and publication of a recommended 
decision and the filing of exceptions 
thereto would in this instance contribute 
to the threat of an insufficient supply of 
milk for these markets. 

The notice of hearing stated that con¬ 
sideration would be given to the economic 
and emergency marketing conditions re¬ 
lating to the proposed amendments. Ac¬ 
tion under the procedure described above 
was requested by proponents at the 
hearing. 

It is therefore found that good cause 
exists for omission of the recommended 
decision and the opportunity for filing 
exceptions thereto. 

Rulings on proposed findings and con - 
elusions: Briefs and proposed findings 
and conclusions were filed on behalf of 
certain interested parties. These briefs, 
proposed findings and conclusions and 
the evidence in the record were consid¬ 
ered in making the findings and con¬ 
clusions set forth above. To the extent 
that the suggested findings and conclu¬ 
sions filed by interested parties are in¬ 
consistent with the findings and conclu¬ 
sions set forth herein, the requests to 
make such findings or to reach such con¬ 
clusions are denied for the reasons pre¬ 
viously stated in this decision. 

General findings: The findings and de¬ 
terminations hereinafter set forth are 
supplementary and in addition to ln e 
findings and determinations previously 
made in connection with the issuance oi 
each of the aforesaid orders and of the 
previously issued amendments thereto, 
and all of said previous findings and de¬ 
terminations are hereby ratified ana 
affirmed, except insofar as such fh ic nn g s 
and determinations may be in conflict 
w T ith the findings and determinations set 
forth herein. The following findings are 
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hereby made with respect to each of the 
aforesaid orders. 

(a) The tentative marketing agree¬ 
ment and the order as hereby proposed 
to be amended, and all of the terms and 
conditions thereof will tend to effectuate 
the declared policy of the Act; 

<b) The parity prices of milk, as de¬ 
termined pursuant to section 2 of the 
Act, are not reasonable in view of the 
price of feeds, available supplies of feeds, 
and other economic conditions which af¬ 
fect market supply and demand for milk 
in the marketing area, and the minimum 
prices specified in the proposed market¬ 
ing agreement and the order, as hereby 
proposed to be amended, are such prices 
as will reflect the aforesaid factors, in¬ 
sure a sufficient quantity of pure and 
wholesome milk, and be in the public in¬ 
terest ; and 

(c) The tentative marketing agree¬ 
ment and the order, as hereby proposed 
to be amended, will regulate the handling 
of milk in the same manner as. and will 
be applicable only to persons in the re¬ 
spective classes of industrial and com¬ 
mercial activity specified in, a marketing 
agreement upon which a hearing has 
been held. 

Marketing agreement and order: An¬ 
nexed hereto and made a part hereof are 
two documents entitled, respectively, 
"Marketing Agreement Regulating the 
Handling of Milk in Certain Specified 
Marketing Areas’* and "Order Amending 
the Orders, Regulating the Handling of 
Milk in Certain Specified Marketing 
Areas," which have been decided upon 
as the detailed and appropriate means of 
effectuating the foregoing conclusions. 

It is hereby ordered, That all of this 
decision, except the attached marketing 
agreement, be published in the Federal 
Register. The regulatory provisions of 
said marketing agreement are identical 
with those contained in the order, as 
hereby proposed to be amended by the 
attached order which will be published 
with this decision. 

Determination of representative pe¬ 
riod: The month of January 1966 is here¬ 
by determined to be the representative 
period for the purpose of ascertaining 
whether the issuance of the attached 
orders, as amended and as hereby pro¬ 
posed to be amended, regulating the 
handling of milk in the certain specified 
marketing areas is approved or favored 
by producers, as defined under the terms 
of each of the orders, as amended and 
as hereby proposed to be amended, and 
who, during such representative period 
were engaged in the production of milk 
for sale within each of the aforesaid 
marketing areas. 

Signed at Washington, D.C., on 
March 31, 1966. 

George L. Mehren, 
Assistant Secretary . 
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Order 1 Amending the Orders Regulat¬ 
ing the Handling of Milk in Certain 
Specified Marketing Areas 

7 CFR Part and Marketing area 

1065 Nebraska-Western Iowa. 

1066 Sioux City, Iowa. 

1068 Minneapolls-St. Paul. Minn. 

1069 Duluth-Superior. 

1075 Black Hills. S. Dak. 

1076 Eastern South Dakota. 

1125 Puget Sound. 

1131 Central Arizona. 

1133 Inland Empire. 

1136 Great Basin. 

1137 Eastern Colorado. 

1138 Rio Grande Valley. 

§_.0 Findings and determinations. 

The findings and determinations here¬ 
inafter set forth are supplementary and 
in addition to the findings and deter¬ 
minations previously made in connection 
with the issuance of each of the afore¬ 
said orders and of the previously issued 
amendments thereto; and all of said 
previous findings and determinations are 
hereby ratified and affirmed, except in¬ 
sofar as such findings and determina¬ 
tions may be in conflict with the findings 
and determinations set forth herein. 
The following findings are hereby made 
with respect to each of the aforesaid 
orders. 

(a) Findings upon the basis of the 
hearing record. Pursuant to the provi¬ 
sions of the Agricultural Marketing 
Agreement Act of 1937, as amended (7 
U.S.C. 601 et seq.), and the applicable 
rules of practice and procedure govern¬ 
ing the formulation of marketing agree¬ 
ments and marketing orders (7 CFR Part 
900), a public hearing was held upon cer¬ 
tain proposed amendments to the tenta¬ 
tive marketing agreement and to the or¬ 
der regulating the handling of milk in 
the above designated marketing area. 
Upon the basis of the evidence introduced 
at such hearing and the record thereof, 
it is found that: 

(1) The said order as hereby amended, 
and all of the terms and conditions 
thereof, will tend to effectuate the 
declared policy of the Act; 

(2) The parity prices of milk, as deter¬ 
mined pursuant to section 2 of the Act, 
are not reasonable in view of the price of 
feeds, available supplies of feeds, and 
other economic conditions which affect 
market supply and demand for milk in 
the said marketing area, and the mini¬ 
mum prices specified in the order as here¬ 
by amended are such prices as will 
reflect the aforesaid factors, insure a 
sufficient quantity of pure and whole¬ 
some milk, and be in the public interest; 
and 

(3) The said order as hereby amended, 
regulates the handling of milk in the 


1 This order shall not become effective un¬ 
less and until the requirements of § 900.14 
of the rules of practice and procedure gov¬ 
erning proceedings to formulate marketing 
agreements and marketing orders have been 
met. 
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same manner as, and is applicable only 
to persons in the respective classes of in¬ 
dustrial or commercial activity specified 
in, a marketing agreement upon which a 
hearing has been held. 

Order Relative to Handling 

It is therefore ordered, That on and 
after the effective date hereof the han¬ 
dling of milk in the respective designated 
marketing areas shall be in conformity 
to and in compliance with the terms and 
conditions of the aforesaid orders, as 
amended and as hereby further amended, 
as follows: 


PART 1065—MILK IN THE NEBRASKA- 
WESTERN IOWA MARKETING AREA 

In § 1965.51 paragraph (a) is revised 
to read as follows: 

§ 1065.51 Class prices. 

♦ ♦ • • • 

(a) Class I milk. The basic formula 
price for the preceding month plus $1.40 
for pool plants located in the Eastern 
zone; plus $1.55 in the Central zone; 
and plus $1.80 in the Western zone: Pro¬ 
vided, That the Class I prices for the 
period from the effective date of this 
amended order through June 1966 shall 
not be less than the Class I prices effec¬ 
tive for April 1966. 

* • • * * 


PART 1066—MILK IN THE SIOUX CITY, 
IOWA, MARKETING AREA 

In § 1066.51 paragraph (a) is revised 
to read as follows: 

§ 1066.51 Class prices. 

* * • * * 

(a) Class I milk. The price per hun¬ 
dredweight of Class I milk containing 
3.5 percent butterfat shall be the basic 
formula price for the preceding delivery 
period, plus $1.40: Provided, That the 
Class I prices for the period from the 
effective date of this amended order 
through June 1966 shall not be less than 
the Class I price effective for April 1966. 
♦ • • * • 


PART 1068—MILK IN THE MINNEAP- 
OLIS-ST. PAUL, MINN., MARKETING 
AREA 

In § 1068.53 the provisions preceding 
the table are revised to read as follows : 

§ 1068.53 Class 1 price. 

Subject to the differentials provided in 
§§ 1068.55 and 1068.56(a), the price per 
hundredweight for Class I milk each 
month shall be the basic formula price 
for the preceding month computed pur¬ 
suant to § 1068.51 plus an amount as fol¬ 
lows: $1.00 for July, August, September, 
October, and November; $0.76 for other 
months except that prior to July 1, 1966, 
$0.86 shall be added to the basic formula 
price in lieu of the above amounts plus an 


FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL. 31, NO. 65—TUESDAY, APRIL 5, 1966 










5380 


PROPOSED RULE MAKING 


additional 22 cents from the effective 
date of this amendment through June 
1966: Provided, That whenever the cur¬ 
rent supply-demand ratio varies from 
that set forth in the table below, the 
Class I price shall be increased or de¬ 
creased 1.5 cents for each full percent¬ 
age point that the current supply- 
demand ratio is above or below that set 
forth in the table, but such price shall 
not be increased or decreased more than 
24 cents for any month because of the 
current supply-demand ratio. 

# • • • • 

PART 1069—MILK IN THE DULUTH- 
SUPERIOR MARKETING AREA 

In 5 1069.51 paragraph (a) is revised 
to read as follows: 

§ 1069.51 Class prices. 

• * * * • 

(a) Class I milk. The Class I price 
shah be the basic formula price for the 
preceding month plus the following 
amounts for the periods indicated: Pro - 
vided. That from the effective date of this 
amendment through June 1966, an addi¬ 
tional $0.22 shall be added to such prices: 


Month Amount 

December through June-—-$0.75 

July through October- 1.15 

November_ • 95 


• * * 


PART 1075—MILK IN THE BLACK 
HILLS, S. DAK., MARKETING AREA 

In § 1075.51 paragraph (a) is revised 
to read as follows: 

§ 1075.51 Class prices. 

* • • • • 

(a) Class 1 viilk price. The Class I 
milk price shall be the basic formula 
price for the preceding month plus $2.15: 
Provided, That the Class I prices for the 
period from the effective date of this 
amended order through June 1966 shall 
not be less than the Class I price for 
April 1966. 

0 0 • • • 


PART 1076—MILK IN THE EASTERN 
SOUTH DAKOTA MARKETING AREA 

In § 1076.51 paragraph (a) is revised 
to read as follows: 

§ 1076.51 Class prices. 

* • • • • 

(a) Class I milk price. The Class I 
milk price shall be the basic formula 
price for the preceding month, plus $1.30, 
subject to the following adjustment: 

In any month in which the Class I 
price computed pursuant to § 1068.53 of 
the Minneapolis-St. Paul order (Part 
1068) is increased or decreased more 
than 10.5 cents as a result of the supply- 
demand ratio computed thereunder, the 
Class I price shall be increased or de¬ 
creased by whatever amount such ad¬ 
justment exceeds 10.5 cents, except that 
the Class I prices for the period from 
the effective date of tiffs amended order 


through June 1966 shall not be less than 
the Class I price for April 1966. 

0 0 • * • 


PART 1125—MILK IN THE PUGET 
SOUND, WASH., MARKETING AREA 

In § 1125.51, paragraph (a) is revised 
to read as follows: 

§1125.51 Class prices. 

* * • + * 

(a) Class I milk. The price for Class 
I milk shall be the basic formula price 
for the preceding month plus $1.65: Pro¬ 
vided, That the price for Class I milk for 
the months of April through June, in¬ 
clusive, of any year except 1966 shall not 
be higher than the price computed pur¬ 
suant to the above provisions of this 
paragraph for the month of March im¬ 
mediately preceding, and the price for 
Class I milk for any October through 
January period, inclusive, shall not be 
lower than the orice computed pursuant 
to the provisions of this paragraph for 
the month of September immediately 
preceding: And provided further. That 
the Class I prices for the period from 
the effective date of this amended order 
through June 1966 shall not be less than 
the Class I price for April 1966. 


PART 1131—MILK IN THE CENTRAL 
ARIZONA MARKETING AREA 

In 5 1131.51, the text of paragraph 
(a) preceding subparagraph (1) is re¬ 
vised to read as follows: 

§ 1131.51 Class prices. 

• • ♦ • • 

(a) Class 1 milk price. The price for 
Class I milk shall be the basic formula 
price for the preceding month plus $2.30, 
and shall be increased or decreased by 
a “supply-demand adjustment” of not 
more than 50 cents computed as fol¬ 
lows: Provided, That the Class I prices 
for the period from the effective date of 
this amended order through June 1966 
shall not be less than the Class I price 
effective for April 1966. 

* » • * + 


PART 1133—MILK IN THE INLAND 
EMPIRE MARKETING AREA 

In § 1133.51, paragraph (a) is revised 
to read as follows: 

§1133.51 Class prices. 

# • 0 0 • 

(a) Class I milk price. For each 
month the price for Class I milk shall 
be the basic formula price for the preced¬ 
ing month plus $1.90, adjusted by the 
amount, but not in excess of 50 cents 
for any month, computed pursuant to 
paragraph (d) of this section: Provided, 
That the Class I prices for the period 
from the effective date of this amended 
order through June 1966 shall not be 
less than the Class I price for April 1966. 
0 0 0 0 • 


PART 1136—MILK IN THE GREAT 
BASIN MARKETING AREA 

In § 1136.50, the text of paragraph (a) 
preceding subparagraph (1) is revised 
to read as follows: 

§ 1136.50 Class prices. 

0 0 0 0 0 

(a) Class I milk price, rfhe price for 
Class I milk shall be the basic formula 
price for the preceding month, plus $2.05, 
plus or minus the supply-demand adjust¬ 
ment with the total rounded to the near¬ 
est cent. The Class I prices for the 
period from the effective date of this 
amended order through June 1966 shall 
not be less than the Class I price for 
April 1966. The supply-demand adjust¬ 
ment shall be not more than 50 cents 
computed as follows: 

• • • • • 


PART 1137—MILK IN THE EASTERN 
COLORADO MARKETING AREA 

In § 1137.51, the text of paragraph (a) 
preceding subparagraph (1) is revised 
to read as follows: 

§1137.51 Class prices. 

(a) Class I milk. The Class I price 
shall be the basic formula price for the 
preceding month plus $2.10, plus or 
minus a supply-demand adjustment cal¬ 
culated for each month as follows: Pro¬ 
vided, That the Class I prices for the 
period from the effective date of this 
ameded order through June 1966 shall 
not be less than the Class I price effec¬ 
tive for April 1966. 


PART 1138—MILK IN THE RIO 

GRANDE VALLEY MARKETING 
AREA 

In I 1X38.51 paragraph (a) is revised 
to read as follows: 

§1138.51 Class prices. 

• • • • • 

(a) Class I milk. During the period 
from the effective date of this order until 
March 1, 1967, the price for Class I milk 
at plants located in Zone I (comprising 
all the counties in the marketing area 
except those specified in § 1138.52 as com¬ 
prising Zones n and HI) shall be the 
basic formula price for the preceding 
month plus $2.25 during each of the 
months July through February and plus 
$1.95 during each of the months March 
through June and plus 22 cents for the 
period from the effective date of this 
amended order through June 1966. This 
price shall be increased or decreased by 
a supply-demand adjustment equal to the 
simple average of the supply-demand ad¬ 
justments effective for the same month 
pursuant to the provisions of the Wichita, 
Kans. (Part 1073 of this chapter); Okla¬ 
homa Metropolitan (Part 1106 of this 
chapter); North'Texas (Part 1126 of this 
chapter); Central Arizona (Part 1131 oi 
this chapter); Great Basin (Part 1136 oi 
this chapter); and Eastern Colorado 
(Part 1137 of this chapter) milk market¬ 
ing orders. If the supply-demand aa- 
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justment in any of these markets is lim¬ 
ited in its effect by another provision of 
the respective order, the supply-demand 
adjustment to be used in this computa¬ 
tion shall be the net adjustment which 
determines the Class I price in such 
market. 

[F.R. Doc. 60-3634; Piled, Apr. 4, 1966; 

8:48 a.m.[ 


CIVIL AERONAUTICS BOARD 

[14 CFR Parts 214, 295 1 

[Economic Regulations; Docket 17166| 

FOREIGN AIR CARRIER PERMITS 
AUTHORIZING CHARTER TRANS¬ 
PORTATION ONLY; TRANSATLAN¬ 
TIC SUPPLEMENTAL AIR TRANS¬ 
PORTATION 

Free Transportation of Employees 
of Other Carriers; Notice of Pro¬ 
posed Rule Making 

March 29, 1966. 

Notice is hereby given that the Civil 
Aeronautics Board has under consider¬ 
ation amendments to Parts 214 and 295 
of th e Board’s economic regulations (14 
CFR Parts 214, 295) to permit foreign 
air carriers authorized to engage in char¬ 
ter transportation only (hereinafter for¬ 
eign charter carriers) and transatlantic 
certificated supplemental air carriers, re¬ 
spectively, to provide free transportation 
to employees of other carriers in unused 
space on chartered aircraft with the per¬ 
mission of the charterer. 

The principal features of the proposed 
amendments are described in the 
attached explanatory statement. The 
amendments are proposed under the au¬ 
thority of sections 204(a), 401(d)(3). 
402, and 403 of the Federal Aviation Act 
of 1958 (72 Stat. 743, 49 U.S.C. 1324; 72 
Stat. 754, as amended by 76 Stat. 143, 
49 U.S.C. 1371; 72 Stat. 757, 49 U.S.C. 
1372; 72 Stat. 758, as amended by 74 Stat. 
445, 49 U.S.C. 1373). 

Interested persons may participate in 
these rule making proceedings through 
submission of ten (10) copies of written 
data, views, or arguments pertaining 
thereto, addressed to the Docket Section, 
Civil Aeronautics Board, Washington, 
D.C., 20428. All relevant matter in com¬ 
munication received on or before May 2, 
1966, will be considered by the Board 
before taking action. 

Copies of all such communications will 
be available for examination by inter¬ 
ested persons in the Docket Section of 
the Board, Room 710, Universal Build¬ 
ing, 1825 Connecticut Avenue NW., 
Washington, D.C., 20428, upon receipt 
thereof. 

By the Civil Aeronautics Board. 

fsEALl Harold R. Sanderson, 
Secretary. 

Explanatory statement. Part 214 of 
the Board’s economic regulations (ER- 
457, 14 CFR Part 214), issued concur¬ 
rently herewith, sets forth the terms, 
conditions and limitations of the permits 
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of foreign charter carriers. In the Notice 
in which the Board proposed to issue new 
Part 214 (EDR-84, June 18, 1965, 30 F.R. 
8062), a provision was included, similar 
to one contained in Part 295 upon which 
proposed Part 214 was modeled, that 
space not required by the charterer could 
be utilized only for the transportation of 
the carrier’s own personnel and property. 
In their comments on EDR-84, certain 
foreign charter carriers 1 asked the 
Board, in finalizing EDR-84 to grant 
them additional authority to provide free 
transportation to employees of other 
carriers. It was pointed out that in 
transatlantic operations certain foreign 
charter carriers rely to a considerable 
extent upon free and reduced-rate trans¬ 
portation provided by a number of car¬ 
riers in order to position the former 
carriers’ flight crews. The foreign 
charter carriers stated that they require 
similar free transportation authority in 
order to reciprocate in providing similar 
service to other carriers. 

As a general rule we have not granted 
the foreign charter carriers greater oper¬ 
ating authority than that possessed by 
the United States certificated trans¬ 
atlantic supplemental carriers and the 
latter class of carriers has no authority 
to provide free transportation to employ¬ 
ees o f oth er carriers on charter flights 
(14 CFR § 295.2(b)). Therefore, we 
have not included this additional free 
transportation authority in the final 
promulgation of new Pari 214, issued 
concurrently herewith (ER-457). How¬ 
ever, the Board believes there is merit in 
the request of the foreign charter car¬ 
riers and therefore proposes to amend 
Part 214 and its counterpart. Part 295, to 
permit foreign charter carriers and cer¬ 
tificated United States flag supplemental 
air carriers, respectively, to utilize un¬ 
used space in chartered aircraft for the 
free transportation of employees of other 
carriers. 

Proposed rules. It is proposed to 
amend Parts 214 and 295 of the economic 
regulations (14 CFR Parts 214, 295) as 
follows: 

1. Amend the last proviso of § 214.2(b) 
with respect to the definition of “charter 
flight’’ to read as follows: 

§ 214.2 Definitions. 

* • * • • 

Provided further , That with the consent 
of the charterer, the direct foreign air 
carrier may utilize any unused space for 
the transportation of (a) the carrier’s 
own personnel and property and/or (b) 
the directors, officers and employees of an 
air carrier or another foreign air carrier 
traveling pursuant to a pass interchange 
arrangement. 

• * ♦ * * 

2. Amend the last sentence of § 295.2 
(b) with respect to the definition of 
“charter flight” to read as follows: 

§ 295.2 Definitions. 

***** 

With the consent of the charterer, the 
direct air carrier may utilize any un¬ 


1 Caledonian Airways (Prestwick), Ltd. 
(Caledonian); Sudflug, Suddeutsche Flug- 
gesellschaft Mbh. (Sudflug). 
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used space for the transportation of (b) 
the carrier’s own personnel and property 
and/or (a) the directors, ofl&cers, and 
employees of a foreign air carrier or 
another air carrier traveling pursuant to 
a pass interchange arrangement. 

* • • • ♦ 

[F.R. Doc. 66-3550; Filed, Apr. 4, 1966; 

8:45 a.m.[ 

FEDERAL AVIATION AGENCY 

[ 14 CFR Part 91 1 

[Docket No. 7264; Notice No. 66-10] 

AIR CARRIERS AND COMMERCIAL 

OPERATORS OF LARGE AIRCRAFT 

Proposed Authorization for Ferry 
Flight With One Engine Inoperative 

The Federal Aviation Agency is con¬ 
sidering amending Part 91 of the Fed¬ 
eral Aviation regulations to provide rules 
for ferry flight of a turbine engine 
powered airplane equipped with either 
three or four engines, with one engine 
inoperative, to a base for repair of that 
engine. At the same time the rules of 
§ 91.45, now applicable to four-engine 
airplanes only, would be changed to pro¬ 
vide that in-flight tests of reciprocating 
engine powered airplanes under that sec¬ 
tion full temperature accountability 
must be used for the takeoff field length, 
and attainment of speed not less than 
the two-engine inoperative minimum 
control speed before reaching 400 feet 
above the surface after takeoff must be 
established. Also, it would be necessary 
that the Airplane Flight Manual contain 
certain additional data and that the 
operator’s manual contain certain ad¬ 
ditional limitations. Finally, these rules 
would be made applicable to the same 
kinds of ferry flights by commercial op¬ 
erators of large aircraft. 

Interested persons are invited to par¬ 
ticipate in the making of the proposed 
rules by submitting such written data, 
views, or arguments as they may desire. 
Communications should identify the 
regulatory docket or notice number and 
be submitted in duplicate to the Federal 
Aviation Agency, Office of the General 
Counsel, Attention; Rules Docket. 800 
Independence Avenue SW., Washington, 
D.C., 20553. All communications re¬ 
ceived on or before June 5, 1966, will be 
considered by the Administrator before 
taking action on the proposed rule. The 
proposals contained in this notice may be 
changed in light of the comments re¬ 
ceived. All comments submitted will be 
available, both before and after the 
closing date for comments, in the Rules 
Docket for examination by interested 
persons. 

The provisions of § 91.45 (§ 1.77-4 of 
the Civil Air Regulations before recodi¬ 
fication) were formulated to be con¬ 
sistent with Part 4b of the Civil Air Regu¬ 
lations (Airplane Airworthiness—Trans¬ 
port Categories), recodified as Part 25 of 
the Federal Aviation Regulations. 
Although § 91.45 in form currently covers 
air carrier ferry flight of any four-engine 
airplane with one engine inoperative, its 
performance requirements included un- 


No. 65-6 
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der the flight test portion were designed 
for reciprocating engine powered air¬ 
planes. These provisions are not suita¬ 
ble for turbine engine powered airplanes, 
for which performance requirements for 
type certification were provided, com¬ 
mencing in 1957, in Special Civil Air 
Regulations SR-422, SR-422A, and SR- 
422B.. 

The proposed amendments would add 
to § 91.45 specific provisions for conduct 
of ferry flight tests for turbine engine 
powered airplanes equipped with three or 
four engines, with one engine inopera¬ 
tive. Rules would be provided on take¬ 
off speed, minimum takeoff field length, 
procedures, and maximum weight 
criteria, generally supplied by Part 25 of 
the Federal Aviation Regulations for 
original type certification. The actual 
steady gradient of the final takeoff climb 
requirement would be required to be not 
less than 1.2 percent at the end of the 
takeoff path with two critical engines in¬ 
operative, in order to assure ability to 
maintain level flight during mild turbu¬ 
lence in the event of an engine failure 
during any of the en route portions of 
flight. Also, the climb speed require¬ 
ment would be required to be not less 
than the two-engine inoperative trim 
speed for that gradient. These proposed 
amendments also would require that the 
airplane must be satisfactorily control¬ 
lable during the entire takeoff run when 
operated in flight tests according to the 
procedures set forth in § 91.45. 

Currently, commercial operators of 
large aircraft must, like other operators 
except air carriers, obtain special flight 
permits under § 21.197 of Part 21 of the 
Federal Aviation Regulations to make 
ferry flights with one engine inoperative. 
Some of these operators use the same 
types of airplanes as air carriers, also, 
they must operate and maintain their 
airplanes under Part 121 of the Federal 
Aviation Regulations, and need to ferry 
their airplanes at unspecified times. It 
is considered appropriate that the same 
authorization rules apply to both groups 
for the purpose of ferry flight, with one 
engine inoperative, to a base for repair 
of that engine. Accordingly, the pro¬ 
posed amendments would accomplish 
this change. 

The proposed amendments would re¬ 
quire ferry flight of all airplanes under 
§ 91.45 to comply with the new require¬ 
ment that the operator’s manual contain 
operating procedures with limitations 
that takeoffs must be made from dry 
runways only (since these rules do not 
prescribe accelerate-stop distance during 
takeoff, and takeoff distance perform¬ 
ance data are determined under dry run¬ 
way conditions), and that operating 
weights must be the minimum necessary 
for the flight. They also w r ould require 
the incorporation in the approved Air¬ 
plane Flight Manual, of certain addi¬ 
tional data for ferry flight, namely, cer¬ 
tificate limitations, ranges of operational 
limits, performance information, and 
operating procedures. 

In consideration of the foregoing, it is 
proposed to amend § 91.45 of Part 91 of 
the Federal Aviation Regulations to read 
as follows: 


PROPOSED RULE MAKING 

§ 91.45 Authorization for ferry flight 
Kith one engine inoperative by air 
carriers and commercial operators of 
large aircraft. 

(a) General . An air carrier or com¬ 
mercial operator of large aircraft may 
conduct a ferry flight of a four-engine 
airplane or a turbine engine powered 
airplane equipped with three engines, 
with one engine inoperative, to a base for 
the purpose of repairing that engine if 
the following requirements are met: 

(1) The airplane model has been test 
flown and found satisfactory for safe 
flight in accordance with paragraph (b) 
or (c) of this section, as appropriate. 

(2) The approved Airplane Flight 
Manual contains the following perform¬ 
ance data and the flight is conducted in 
accordance with that data: 

(i) . Maximum weight. 

(ii) Center of gravity limits. 

(iii) Configuration of the inoperativo 
propeller (if applicable). 

(iv) Runway length for takeoff (in¬ 
cluding temperature accountability). 

(v) Altitude range. 

(vi) Certificate limitations. 

(vii) Ranges of operational limits. 

(viii) Performance information. 

(ix) Operating procedures. 

(3) The operator’s manual contains 
operating procedures for the safe opera¬ 
tion of the airplane, including specific 
requirements for— 

(i) Limitations that the operating 
weight on any ferry flight must be the 
minimum necessary therefor, and take¬ 
offs must be made from dry runways; 

(ii) Operations from airports where 
the runways may require a takeoff or ap¬ 
proach over populated areas; and 

(iii) Inspection procedures for deter¬ 
mining the operating condition of the op¬ 
erative engines. 

(4) No person may take off an air¬ 
plane under this section if— 

(i) The initial climb is over thickly 
populated areas; or 

(ii) Weather conditions at the take¬ 
off or destination airport are less than 
those required for VFR flight. 

(5) No air carrier or commercial op¬ 
erator of large aircraft may carry any 
person other than required flight crew¬ 
members on board the airplane during 
the flight. 

(6) No air carrier or commercial op¬ 
erator of large aircraft may use a flight 
crewmember unless he is thoroughly 
familiar with the operating procedures 
for one-engine inoperative ferry flights 
listed in its manual and the limitations 
and performance information listed in 
the Airplane Flight Manual. 

(b) Flight tests: reciprocating engine 
powered airplanes. The airplane per¬ 
formance of a reciprocating engine pow¬ 
ered airplane with one engine inopera¬ 
tive must be determined by flight test as 
follows: 

(1) A speed not less than 1.3 V.j must 
be chosen at which the airplane may be 
controlled satisfactorily in a climb with 
the critical engine inoperative (with its 
propeller removed or in a configuration 
desired by the operator) and with all 
other engines operating at the maximum 


power determined in subparagraph (3) 
of this paragraph. 

(2) The distance required to acceler¬ 
ate to the speed listed in subparagraph 
(1) of this paragraph and to climb to 50 
feet must be determined with— 

(i) The landing gear extended: 

(ii) The critical engine inoperative 
and its propeller removed or in a con¬ 
figuration desired by the operator; ancl 

(iii) The other engines operating at 
not more than the maximum power es¬ 
tablished under subparagraph (3) of this 
paragraph. 

(3) The takeoff, flight, and landing 
procedures such as the approximate trim 
settings, method of power application, 
maximum power, and speeds, including 
the attainment of a speed not less than 
the two-engine inoperative minimum 
control speed before the airplane reaches 
490 feet above the surface after takeoff, 
must be established. 

(4) The performance must be deter¬ 
mined at a maximum weight not greater 
than the weight that allows a rate of 
climb of at least 400 feet a minute in the 
en route configuration set forth in 5 25.67 
(d) of this chapter at an altitude of 5,000 
feet. 

(5) The performance must be deter¬ 
mined using temperature accountability 
for the takeoff field length, computed in 
accordance with § 25.61 of this chapter. 

(c) Flight tests: turbine engine pow¬ 
ered airplanes. The airplane perform¬ 
ance of a turbine engine powered air¬ 
plane with one engine inoperative must 
be determined in accordance with the 
following, by flight tests including at 
least three takeoff tests: 

(1) Takeoff speeds Vr and V,, not less 
than the corresponding speeds under 
which the airplane was type certificated 
under § 25.107 of this chapter, must be 
chosen at which the airplane may be 
controlled satisfactorily with the critical 
engine inoperative (with its propeller re¬ 
moved or in a configuration desired by 
the operator, if applicable) and with all 
other engines operating at not more than 
the power selected for original type cer¬ 
tification, as set forth in § 25.101 of tills 
chapter. 

(2) The minimum takeoff field length 
must be the horizontal distance required 
to accelerate to speed V 3 (including any 
additional speed increment obtained in 
the tests) and to climb to the 35 -foot 
height, multiplied by 115 percent, and 
determined with— 

(i) The landing gear extended; 

(ii) The critical engine inoperative and 
its propeller removed or hi a confiuration 
desired by the operator (if applicable); 
and 

(iii) The other engines operating at 
not more than the power selected for 
original type certification, as set forth in 
§ 25.101 of this chapter. 

(3) The takeoff, flight, and landing 
procedures such as the approximate trim 
settings, method of power application, 
maximum power, and speeds, Including 
the attainment of a speed not less than 
the two-engine inoperative minimum 
control speed before the airplane reaches 
400 feet above the surface after take- 
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off, must be established. The airplane 
must be satisfactorily controllable dur¬ 
ing the entire takeoff run when operated 
according to these procedures. 

(4) The performance must be deter¬ 
mined at a maximum weight not greater 
than the weight determined under § 25.- 
121(c) of this chapter, but with— 

(i) The actual steady gradient of the 
Anal takeoff climb requirement not less 
than 1.2 percent at the end of the takeoff 
path with two critical engines inopera¬ 
tive; and 

(ii) The climb speed not less than the 
two-engine inoperative trim speed for 
the actual steady gradient of the final 


takeoff climb prescribed by subdivision 
(1) of this subparagraph. 

The airplane must be satisfactorily con¬ 
trollable in a climb with two critical 
engines inoperative. Climb performance 
may be shown by calculations based on, 
and equal in accuracy to, the results of 
testing. For the purposes of this sub- 
paragraph (4), the term “two critical 
engines” means two adjacent engines 
on one side of an airplane with four 
engines, and the center engine and one 
outboard engine on an airplane with 
three engines. 

(5) The performance must be deter¬ 
mined using temperature accountability 


for takeoff distance and final takeoff 
climb, computed in accordance with 
§ 25.101 of this chapter. 

These amendments are proposed under 
the authority of sections 307, 313(a), 603, 
and 607 of the Federal Aviation Act of 
1958 (49 U.S.C. 1348, 1354, 1424, 1427). 

Issued in Washington, D.C., on March 
30,1966. 

James F. Rudolph, 

Acting Director , 
Flight Standards Service. 

[FR. Doc. 66-3587; Filed, Apr. 4. 1966; 
8:45 ajn.J 
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Notices 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 

Bureau of Land Management 

[Idaho 016758J 

IDAHO 

Notice of Amendment of Proposed 

Withdrawal and Reservation of 

Lands and Partial Termination 

March 28, 1966. 

The Department of the Army, Corps 
of Engineers has filed an application to 
amend application for withdrawal Serial 
Number Idaho 016758 to include addi¬ 
tional lands and delete other lands. The 
additional lands are to be withdrawn 
from all forms of appropriation under 
the public land laws, including the min¬ 
ing and mineral leasing laws and the 
issuance of grazing leases. 

The applicant desires the additional 
land for use in connection with the Ririe 
Reservoir project planning and the con¬ 
struction of the Ririe Dam to provide 
conservation, flood control and recrea¬ 
tion, together with the relocation of 
highways and public utilities. 

For a period of 30 days from the date 
of publication of this notice, all persons 
who wish to submit comments, sugges¬ 
tions, or objections in connection with 
the proposed withdrawal may present 
their views in writing to the undersigned 
officer of the Bureau of Land Manage¬ 
ment, Department of the Interior, Post 
Office Box 2237, Boise, Idaho, 83701. 

The authorized officer of the Bureau 
of Land Management will undertake such 
investigations as are necessary to deter¬ 
mine the existing and potential demand 
for the lands and their resources. He 
will also undertake negotiations with the 
applicant agency with the view of ad¬ 
justing the application to reduce the 
area to the minimum essential to meet 
the applicant’s needs, to provide for the 
maximum concurrent utilization of the 
lands for purposes other than the appli¬ 
cant’s, to eliminate lands needed for pur¬ 
poses more essential than the applicant’s, 
and to reach agreement on the concur¬ 
rent management of the lands and their 
resources. 

He will also prepare a report for con¬ 
sideration by the Secretary of the In¬ 
terior who will determine whether or not 
the lands will be withdrawn as requested 
by the Department of the Army, Corps 
of Engineers. 

The determination of the Secretary on 
the application will be published in the 
Federal Register. A separate notice will 
be sent to each interested party of record. 

If circumstances warrant it, a public 
hearing will be held at a convenient time 
and place, which will be announced. 

The additional lands involved in this 
amended application are: 


Boise Meridian, Idaho 


T. 1 N., R. 40 E., 

Sec. 2, lot 4 and N&SW&NW14: 

Sec. 3, E*/ 2 of lot 1 and NE^SE^NE^. 

T. 2N..R.40E., 

Sec. 35. W&SWV4SWV4. 

The additional area described aggre¬ 
gates 112.02 acres. 

The applicant agncy has canceled 
its application only insofar as it involved 
the lands described below, which were 
included in F.R. Doc. 65-11727 on page 
13879 of the issue for November 2, 1965. 
Therefore, pursuant to the regulations 
contained in 43 CFR Subpart 2311, such 
lands are relieved of the segregative 
effect of the above-mentioned applica¬ 
tion at 10:00 a.m., April 12, 1966. 

The lands terminated are: 

Boise Meridian, Idaho 


T. 2N.. R. 40 E., 

Sec. 2, NV& of lot 4; 

Sec. 27. E%NE*4SE*4 and SWy 4 SWy 4 SEV4; 
Sec. 34, Wy»NWy 4 NEi 4 . 


The area terminated aggregates 70.24 
acres. 


Orval G. Hadley, 
Manager, Land Office. 


[PR. Doc. 66-3606: Filed, Apr. 4, 1966: 
8:46 a.m.[ 


[Utah 0148813] 

UTAH 

Notice of Proposed Withdrawal and 
Reservation of Lands 

March 23, 1966. 

U.S. Department of Agriculture, Forest 
Service, has filed application for the 
withdrawal of the lands described on the 
attached sheet, from location and entry 
under the mining laws, subject to exist¬ 
ing valid claims. They are presently 
withdrawn for the Ashley and Wasatch 
National Forests. 

The applicant desires the land for 
the purpose of protecting substantial 
existing developments and additional 
improvements planned for recreational 
sites, and an administrative site to be 
used as a Job Corps camp. 

For a period of 30 days from the date 
of publication of this notice, all persons 
who wish to submit comments, sug¬ 
gestions, or objections in connection with 
the proposed withdrawal may present 
their views in writing to the undersigned 
officer of the Bureau of Land Manage¬ 
ment, Department of the Interior, Utah 
State Director, Post Office Box 11505, 
Salt Lake City, Utah, 84111. 

The Department’s regulations (43 CFR 
2311.1-3(c>) provided that the authorized 
officer of the Bureau of Land Manage¬ 
ment will undertake such investigations 
as are necessary to determine the exist¬ 
ing and potential demand for the lands 
and their resources. He will also under¬ 
take negotiations with the applicant 
agency with the view of adjusting the 


application to reduce the area to the 
minimum essential to meet the appli¬ 
cant’s needs, to provide for the maximum 
concurrent utilization of the lands for 
purposes other than the applicant’s, to 
eliminate lands needed for purposes more 
essential than the applicant’s, and to 
reach agreement on the concurrent 
management of the lands and their re¬ 
sources. 

The authorized officer will also prepare 
a report for consideration by the Secre¬ 
tary of the Interior who will determine 
whether or not the lands will be with¬ 
drawn as requested by the applicant 
agency. 

The determination of the Seer eta ry 
on the application will be published in 
the Federal Register. A separate notice 
will be sent to each interested party of 
record. 

If circumstances warrant, a public 
hearing will be held at a convenient 
time and place, which will be announced. 

R. D. Nielson, 
State Director. 
Salt Lake Meridian, Utah 

LODGEPOLE CAMPGROUND 

T. 1 N., R. 22 E. 

Sec. 17. SE y 4 SW»4 SW V *; 

Sec. 20. NE^NWy 4 NWy 4 . 

The areas described aggregate 20 acres. 

HACKLNG LAKE CAMPGROUND 

T. 1 N., R. 19 E. (unsurveyed. Probable lo¬ 
cation when surveyed). 

Sec. 31. NE y 4 NE % SE %. SE *4 SE ftNEfc: 

Sec. 32. SWy 4 SWy 4 NWy 4 . NWy 4 NWtfSW<i. 

More particularly described as follows: 
Starting at the lake 6hore on the north side 
of the outlet of Hacking Lake: thence N. 62* 
E.. 180 feet; thence S. 83° E„ 347 feet to a rock 
monument (Station C): thence 8. 23° E., 900 
feet: thence S. 57* W.. 225 feet; thence N. 
78° W., 430 feet to the shoreline of Hacking 
Lake; thence northerly on a meander line 
along the lake shore to the point of be¬ 
ginning. An additional tie 1s from Station 
C. S. 23 E.. 132 feet; thence N. 89° E.. 396 feet; 
thence S. 54* E.. 104 feet to the Junction of 
the campground road with Leidy Peak Road. 
The areas described aggregate 14 acres. 

WEBER COTTONWOOD PICNIC GROUND 

T. 1 S., R. 6 E. 

Sec. 14. lot 1. 

The area described contains 23.94 acre6. 

YELLOW PINE CAMPGROUND 

T 2 S R 7 E 

'sec! 20 * w vi ne y 4 se y 4 . e y 2 nw y 4 se >4 . 

The area described contains 40 acres. 

BEAVER VIEW CAMPGROUND 

TIN R 10 E 

Sec. 18, SEV4 lot 1. NEV4. lot 2. SWftNE’i 
NW 14 . N W y 4 SE V 4 NW y 4 . 

The area described contains 40. 51 acres. 

UPPER PROVO RIVER BRIDGE CAMPGROUND 

T 2 S R 9 E 

see.’ 17. W&E&SW&NEW, E'AW^SW'4 
NEV«. 

The area described contains 20 acres. 
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SLATS CREEK ADMINISTRATIVE SITE 

T. 2 3.. R. 7 E., 

Sec. 19,Ey 2 EV 2 NEft; 

Sec. 20. NW&NW&. W^SW^NW*4. 

The areas described aggregate 100 acres. 

MOOSEHORN CAMPGROUND 

T. 4 N., R. 9 W., Uinta Special Meridian. Utah, 
Sec. 34. W^8WV4NWV4SE*4, SE^NEtf 

sw%. ev 2 ehse«4SW>4. w&nw%sw% 

SE%. 

The area described contains 30 acres. 

The total acreage of all lands aggre¬ 
gates 288.45 acres. 

(FR. Doc. 68-3594; Piled, Apr. 4. 1966; 
8:45 a.m.] 


Bureau of Reclamation 

WHITE RIVER NATIONAL FOREST, 
COLO. 

Order of Transfer of Administrative 
Jurisdiction of Land 

By virtue of the authority vested in 
the Secretary of the Interior by section 
7(c) of the Act of July 9. 1965 (79 Stat. 
213), and his delegation of authority to 
the Commissioner of Reclamation dated 
February 25, 1966, published March 4, 
1966 (31 FJt. 3426), jurisdiction over the 
following described, lands, which lie 
within the exterior boundaries of the 
White River National Forest, Colo., and 
which were acquired by the Bureau of 
Reclamation in the development of the 
Ruedi Reservoir, Fryingpan-Arkansas 
Project, Colo., is hereby transferred to 
the Secretary of Agriculture for recrea¬ 
tional and other National Forest System 
purposes: 

N 1 /iN r EV4. SWV4NE14 and E%NW% of Sec¬ 
tion 7. T. 8 S.. R. 84 W.. Sixth Principal 

Meridian. 

Pursuant to said section (c) of the 
aforesaid Act of July 9. 1965, the above 
lands shall become National Forest lands, 
provided, that all lands and waters with¬ 
in the Ruedi Reservoir area needed or 
used for the operation of the project or 
for other Reclamation purposes shall 
continue to be administered by the Com¬ 
missioner of Reclamation to the extent 
he determines to be necessary for such 
operation. 

This order shall be effective upon pub¬ 
lication in the Federal Register. 

Dated: March 29, 1966. 

Floyd E. Dominy, 
Commissioner , 
Bureau of Reclamation . 

(PR. Doc. 66-3595; Filed, Apr. 4, 1966; 
8:45 a.m.) 


Fish and Wildlife Service 

[Docket No. A-382J 

SAMUEL MARTIN 

Notice of Loan Application 

Samuel Martin, Box 104, Seldovia, 
Alaska, 99663, has applied for a loan 


from the Fisheries Loan Fund to aid in 
financing the purchase of a used gill net 
vessel to engage in the fishery for 
salmon. 

Notice is hereby given pursuant to the 
provisions of Public Law 89-85 and 
Fisheries Loan Fund Procedures (50 CFR 
Part 250, as revised Aug. 11, JL965) that 
the above entitled application is being 
considered by the Bureau of Commercial 
Fisheries, Fish and Wildlife Service, De¬ 
partment of the Interior. Washington, 
D.C., 20240. Any person desiring to 
submit evidence that the contemplated 
operation of such vessel will cause eco¬ 
nomic hardship or injury to efficient ves¬ 
sel operators already operating in that 
fishery must submit evidence in writing 
to the Director, Bureau of Commercial 
Fisheries, within 30 days from the date 
of publication of this notice. If such 
evidence is received it will be evaluated 
along with such other evidence as may 
be available before making a determina¬ 
tion that the contemplated operation of 
the vessel will or will not cause economic 
hardship or injury. 

Donald L. McKernan, 
Director , 

Bureau of Commercial Fisheries . 

March 31. 1966. 

[P.R. Doc. 66-3616: Filed, Apr. 4, 1966; 

8:47 am.] 

DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH, EDUCA¬ 
TION, AND WELFARE 

Office of Education 

FEDERAL FINANCIAL ASSISTANCE IN 
CONSTRUCTION OF NONCOM¬ 
MERCIAL EDUCATIONAL TELEVI¬ 
SION BROADCAST FACILITIES 

Applications Accepted for Filing 

Notice is hereby given that effective 
with this publication the following de¬ 
scribed applications, for Federal finan¬ 
cial assistance in the construction of non¬ 
commercial educational television broad¬ 
cast facilities are accepted for filing in 
accordance with 45 CFR 60.7: 

Milwaukee Board of Vocational and 
Adult Education, 1015 North Sixth 
Street. Milwaukee. Wis., File No. 131, to 
Improve the facilities of noncommercial 
educational television station WMVS, 
Channel 10, Milwaukee, Wis. 

Washington State University, Pull¬ 
man, Wash., File No. 132, to expand the 
operation of noncommercial educational 
television station KWSC, Channel 10, 
Pullman, Wash. 

Tennessee State Board of Education, 
Nashville, Tenn., File No. 133, for the es¬ 
tablishment of a new noncommercial 
educational television station on Chan¬ 
nel 45, Chattanooga, Tenn. 

Connecticut Educational Television 
Corporation, 266 Pearl Street, Hartford, 
Conn.. File No. 134, to improve the facil¬ 
ities of noncommercial educational tele¬ 
vision station WEDH, Channel 24, Hart¬ 
ford, Conn. 


Washburn University of Topeka, 17th 
and College, Topeka, Kans., File No. 135, 
to improve the facilities of noncommer¬ 
cialeducational television station 
KTWU, Channel 11, Topeka, Kans. 

Any interested person may, pursuant 
to 45 CFR 60.8, within 30 calendar days 
from the date of this publication, file 
comments regarding the above appli¬ 
cations with the Chief. Educational Tele¬ 
vision Facilities Branch, U.S. Office of 
Education, Washington, D.C., 20202. 

(76 Stat. 64, 47 U.S.C. 390) 

Raymond J. Stanley, 
Chief, Educational Television 
Facilities Branch , Office of 
Education. 

[F.R. Doc. 66-3672; Filed, Apr. 4, 1966; 

8:48 a.m.J 


ATOMIC ENERGY COMMISSION 

URANIUM HEXAFLUORIDE 
Charges and Specifications 

The U.S. Atomic Energy Commission 
(AEC) hereby announces revisions to the 
notice entitled “Special Nuclear Ma¬ 
terials; Base Charges, Special Charges. 
Specifications and Packaging” as pub¬ 
lished in the Federal Register on May 
30, 1961 (26 F.R. 4765). and as amended 
in 27 FJt. 5006 of May 29, 1962; 27 F.R. 
5155 of June 1, 1962; 29 F.R. 5098 of 
April 14, 1964; 30 F.R. 14821 of Novem¬ 
ber 30, 1965; and 30 F.R. 14938 of De¬ 
cember 2, 1965 (referred to herein as the 
notice). 

Table 7 of the notice is revised to read 
as follows: 

Table 7—Withdrawal and Packaging 
Charges 

Charges for withdrawing and packaging 
UF 0 Into individual containers and composite 
lots are given in the foUowing table. Unless 
specifically requested otherwise, the AEC 
will composite to the maximum extent 
possible. 


Type of 
shipping 

Maximum 
numlx'r of 
containers 

Withdrawal and 
packaging charges 
in dollars for: 

container 

per 

composite 
sample 1 

First 

container * 

Each 

additional 
container * 

10-ton_ 

1 

250 


2.5-ton.. 

4 

240 

00 

12-inch *_ 

6 

150 

80 

8-lnch. 

6 

140 

70 

6-lnch. 

0 

« 150 

75 

3-inch.. 

1 

« 85 


2-inch_ 

1 

*85 

_ 

1.5-inch... 

1 

•85 


Hoke lube_ 

1 

•85 






1 Samples from a number of containers up to the maxi¬ 
mum listed are combined in a composite sample for 
analysis. 

* For each lot consisting of a number of containers not 
exceeding the maximum number per composite sample. 

* For sufficiently large orders, UF* may bo withdrawn 
from a gaseous diffusion plant Into a larger container and 
sampled and then placed in the 12-inch shipping con¬ 
tainers. If the uranium contains 5% or less of U-235 by 
weight and if Micro are 7 to 10 (inclusive) of the 12-inch 
shipping containers, the handling charges wQI be $1(16 for 
the first container and $46 for each additional container. 
If the uranium contains less than 3% U-235 by weight and 
If there are 11 to 45 (inclusive) of the 12-inch shipping 
containers, the handling charges will be $290 tor the first 
container and $45 for each additional container. 

1 These charges are reduced by $10 if tho uranium con¬ 
tains less than 00% U-236 by weight. 
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Effective date. This notice is effec¬ 
tive upon publication in the Federal 
Register. 

Dated at Germantown, Md. f this 29th 
day of March 1966. 

For the Atomic Energy Commission. 

R. E. Hollingsworth, 
General Manager. 

[FJEfc. Doc. 66-3584: Filed, Apr. 4, 1966; 
8:45 a.m.] 


CIVIL AERONAUTICS BOARD 

[Docket No. 16967] 

BEKINS AIRVAN CO., ET AL. 

Notice of Proposed Approval 

Application of Bekins Airvan Co., 
et al., for approval of control and 
interlocking relationships pursuant to 
sections 408 and 409 of the Federal Avi¬ 
ation Act of 1958. as amended, Docket 
16957. 

Notice is hereby given, pursuant to the 
statutory requirements of section 408(b), 
that the undersigned intends to issue the 
order set forth below under delegated 
authority. Interested parties are hereby 
afforded a period of 15 days from the 
date of service within which to file com¬ 
ments or request a hearing with respect 
to the action proposed in the order. 

Dated at Washington, D.C., March 30, 
1966. 

[sealI J. W. Rosenthal. 

Director, 

Bureau of Operating Rights. 

Order Approving Control and Interlocking 
Relationships 

Issued under delegated authority. 

Application of Bekins Airvan Co., et al.. 
Docket 16957; for approval of control and 
interlocking relationships. 

By Order E-21056. July 10. 1964. 1 the 
Board approved, under section 408 of the 
Federal Aviation Act. as amended (the Act), 
the control by Bekins Van & Storage Oo., a 
California corporation (Beklns-Callfornla), 
of Bekins Airvan Co. (Airvan),* and of 
various motor carriers and surface freight 
forwarders of household goods. By Order 
E-22937, November 26, 1965. Docket 16355. 
the Board approved control relationships 
among the foregoing and certain additional 3 
companies, as well as interlocking relation¬ 
ships arising from the holdings by various in¬ 
dividuals of Identical positions as officers 
and/or directors in Beklns-Califomla, Air- 


1 In Air Freight Forwarder Authority Case, 
Docket 12193, et al. 

- Beklns-Callfornla Is a local intrastate 
moving and warehouse company specializ¬ 
ing in the carriage of household goods; Air¬ 
van is a domestic and international air 
freight forwarder limited to the carriage of 
household goods. 

'The additional companies numbered 13, 
and were described in Order E-22937 as “in¬ 
active” since, while established as individual 
corporations in various separate states, they 
had not yet begun to function in the per¬ 
formance of their proposed local moving and 
warehousing. Bekins Van Lines Co. (Nebras¬ 
ka) , a long-haul carrier in the Bekins sys¬ 
tem, performs these local functions, until 
the local company is “activated.” 


van, and the companies controlled by Be¬ 
kins-California. 4 

On February 8. 1966. a joint application 
was filed for approval of the control and in¬ 
terlocking relationships among Beklns-Cali- 
fornia, Airvan and Bekins Van & Storage 
Co., a Delaware corporation (Beklns-Dela- 
ware). caused to be organized by Bekins- 
California subsequent to the filing of the 
application, and amendments thereto, in 
Docket 16355. Bekins-Delaware is at present 
in the status of the “inactive” companies 
listed in Order E-22937, r * but its activation in 
Illinois as an intrastate moving and ware¬ 
house company is imminent. The control 
and interlocking relationships Involving Be¬ 
kins-Delaware and the other Bekins com¬ 
panies and officials are precisely the same as 
those involving the 13 inactive companies 
listed in Order E-22937. 

No adverse comments or requests for a 
hearing have been received. 

Notice of intent to dispose of the applica¬ 
tion without a hearing has been published in 
the Federal Register, and a copy of such 
notice has been furnished by the Board to 
the Attorney General not later than the day 
following such publication, both in accord¬ 
ance with the requirements of section 408 
of the Act. 

Upon consideration of the matter, it is 
concluded that Bekins-Delaware will be a 
common carrier within the meaning of sec¬ 
tion 408 of the Act. and that the control by 
Bekins-California of Bekins-Delaware, while 
Bek ins-California controls Airvan, is subject 
to section 408 of the Act. However, it has 
been further concluded that such relation¬ 
ships do not affect the control of an air car¬ 
rier directly engaged in the operation of air¬ 
craft in air transportation, do not result in 
creating a monopoly and do not restrain 
competition. Furthermore, no person dis¬ 
closing a substantial interest in this proceed¬ 
ing is currently requesting a hearing. The 
control relationships are similar to those 
which the Board approved by Order E-22937 
and essentially do not present any new 
substantive issues. Accordingly, approval 
thereof would not appear to be inconsistent 
with the public interest. With respect to 
Bekins-Delaware which is presently inactive, 
we will, however, require that Airvan file in 
this docket within 30 days after the activa¬ 
tion of Bekins-Delaware a notice indicating 
the date of activation and describing the 
activities of the company, including the geo¬ 
graphical extent of any of its common car¬ 
rier activities, in accord with Order E-22937. 

It is also concluded that interlocking re¬ 
lationships within the scope of section 409 
of the Act exist between the companies as 
a result of the holding by Measrs. Andreson, 
Bekins, Jr., Bryant, Clawson, Schmidt, and 
Shaw, respectively, of the following positions, 
respectively, in each company: Vice Presi¬ 
dent/Director, Vice President/Director, Presi¬ 
dent/Director, Assistant Secretary, Treasurer, 
and Secretary/Director. However, it is 
further concluded that the parties have 
made a due showing in the form and manner 
prescribed that such interlocking relation¬ 
ships will not adversely affect the public 
interest. Similarly, it is found that any 
interlocking relationships which may result 


4 The individual applicants were Messrs. 
Andreson, Bekins. Jr., Bryant, Clawson, Pat¬ 
ton, Schmidt and Shaw. 

The 13 companies, all named “Bekins 
Van & Storage Co..” are identified by refer¬ 
ence to the states of their respective incorpo¬ 
rations. as follows: Bekins-Connectlcut. Be- 
kins-D.C., Bekins-Florlda, Bekins-Indiana, 
Bekins-Kansas. Bekins-Loulsiana, Bekins- 
Maryland, Bekins-N.Y., Bekins-N.J.. Bekins- 
N.C., Bekins-Ohlo, Bekins-Pa., Bekins-Wis- 
consin. 


from the election or appointment of the 
above Individuals to other positions in the 
three Bekins companies who are Joint appli¬ 
cants herein and in other Bekins companies 
as to which such authorization was hereto¬ 
fore granted by the Board, will not adversely 
affect the public interest. 

Pursuant to authority duly delegated by 
the Board In the Board's regulations, 14 CFR 
385.13, it is found that the foregoing control 
relationships should be approved under sec¬ 
tion 408(b) of the Act, without a hearing, 
and that the interlocking relationships 
should be approved under section 409. 

Accordingly, if is ordered: 

1. That the control by Bekins-California of 
Bekins-Delaware be and it hereby is ap¬ 
proved; 

2. That, subject to the provisions of Part 
251 of the Board‘8 Economic Regulations, as 
now in effect or hereafter amended, the inter¬ 
locking relationships existing by reason of 
the holding by Messrs. Andreson. Bekins. Jr.. 
Bryant, Clawson, Schmidt, and Shaw of the 
positions set forth above in each of the Joint 
corporate applicants be and they hereby are 
approved; 

3. That Messrs. Andreson, Bekins. Jr., Bry¬ 
ant. Clawson, Schmidt, and Shaw are hereby 
authorized to hold such other positions as 
officers and/or directors of the Bekins system 
of companies which are joint applicants 
herein, as well as of those companies in the 
Bekins system as to which the Board has 
previously granted Blmilar authorization, to 
which they may hereafter be elected or ap¬ 
pointed. 

4. That Bekins-California shall file in this 
docket, within 30 days after the effective date 
thereof, a notice stating the date of activa¬ 
tion of Bekins-Delaware, and describing the 
activities of Bekins-Delaware, Including the 
geographical extent of any common carrier 
activities conducted by it; and 

5. That jurisdiction over this proceeding 
is retained pursuant to sections 408 and 409 
of the Act for the purposes of imposing such 
other terms and conditions as may be rea¬ 
sonable. 

Persons entitled to petition the Board 
for review of this order pursuant to the 
Board’s regulations, 14 CFR 385.50. may file 
such petitions within 5 days after the date 
of service of this order. 

This order shall be effective and become the 
action of the Civil Aeronautics Board upon 
expiration of the above period unless within 
such period a petition for review is filed, or 
the Board gives notice that it will review this 
order on its own motion. 

By: J. W. Rosenthal, 

Director. 

Bureau of Operating Rights. 

[seal] Harold R. Sanderson. 

Secretary. 

[F.R. Doc. 66-3608; Filed. Apr. 4. 1966: 

8:46 am.] 

[Docket No. 16236; Order E-23432] 

INTERNATIONAL AIR TRANSPORT 
ASSOCIATION 

Order Regarding Specific 
Commodity Rates 

Adopted by the Civil Aeronautics Board 
at its office in Washington, D.C., on the 
29th day of March 1966. 

Agreemeht adopted by Traffic Confer¬ 
ence 1 of the International Air Transport 
Association relating to specific com¬ 
modity rates; Docket 16236. Agreement 
CAB 18683, R-2 through R-7. 

An agreement has been filed with tj 
Board, pursuant to section 412(a) of tn 
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Federal Aviation Act of 1958 (the Act) 
and Part 261 of the Board’s Economic 
Regulations, between various air carriers, 
foreign air carriers, and other carriers, 
embodied in the resolutions of Traffic 
Conference 1 of the International Air 
Transport Association (IATA), and 
adopted pursuant to the provisions of 
Resolution 590 dealing with specific com¬ 
modity rates. 

The agreement, adopted pursuant to 
unprotested notices to the carriers and 
promulgated in IATA letters dated Feb¬ 
ruary 16, and March 8, I960, 1 as set forth 
in the attachment hereto,* * (1) names 
additional rates under existing com¬ 
modity descriptions, (2) reduces an ex¬ 
isting commodity rate, and (3) reduces 
the minimum weight requirement for a 
rate under an existing specific commodity 
description. The rates proposed reflect 
reductions ranging from 11.1 to 69.9 per¬ 
cent of the otherwise applicable rates 
and are consistent with the specific com¬ 
modity rates now offered within the con¬ 
ference area concerned. 

The Board, acting pursuant to sections 
102, 204(a) and 412 of the Act. does not 
find the subject agreement to be adverse 
to the public interest or in violation of 
the Act, provided that approval thereof 
is conditioned as hereinafter ordered. 

Accordingly, it is ordered , That Agree¬ 
ment C.A.B. 18683, R-2 through Rr-7, be 
approved, provided that such approval 
shall not constitute approval of the spe¬ 
cific commodity descriptions contained 
therein for purposes of tariff publication. 

Any air carrier party to the agreement, 
or any interested person, may within 15 
days from the date of service of this 
order, submit statements in writing con¬ 
taining reasons deemed appropriate, to¬ 
gether with supporting data, in support 
of or in opposition to the Board’s pro¬ 
posed action. An original and 19 copies 
of the statements should be filed with 
the Board’s Docket Section. 

This order will be published in the 
Federal Register. 

By the Civil Aeronautics Board. 

[seal] Harold R. Sanderson, 
Secretary. 

(F.R, Doc. 66-3609; Filed, Apr. 4. 1966; 

8:46 a.m.] 


(Docket No. 16236; Order E-23434] 

international air transport 

ASSOCIATION 

Order Regarding Specific 
Commodity Rates 

Adopted by the Civil Aeronautics 
Board at its office in Washington, D.C., 
on the 29th day of March 1966. 

Agreement adopted by Joint Confer¬ 
ences 1-2, 3-1, and 1-2-3 of the Inter¬ 
national Air Transport Association re¬ 
lating to specific commodity rates; 


*S? celved In the Board Feb. 21 and Mar. 
1966, respectively. 

3 Attachment filed as part of original doc¬ 
ument. 


Docket 16236, Agreement CAB 18703, 
R—6, Rr-7, Rr-9, and Rr-10. 

An agreement has been filed with the 
Board, pursuant to section 412(a) of the 
Federal Aviation Act of 1958 (the Act) 
and Part 261 of the Board’s Economic 
Regulations, between various air car¬ 
riers, foreign air carriers, and other car¬ 
riers. embodied in the resolutions of Joint 
Conferences 1-2, 3-1, and 1-2-3 of the 
International Air Transport Association 
(IATA), and adopted pursuant to the 
provisions of Resolution 590 dealing with 
specific commodity rates. 

The agreement, adopted pursuant to 
unprotested notices to the carriers and 
promulgated in IATA letters dated Feb¬ 
ruary 16 and 21, and March 15, 1966. 1 
as set forth in the attachment hereto,* 
(1) names a rate under a new specific 
commodity description, and (2) names 
additional rates under existing commod¬ 
ity descriptions. The agreed rates reflect 
reductions ranging from 6.7 to 33.3 per¬ 
cent and are consistent with the present 
level of specific commodity rates within 
the applicable areas. 

The Board, acting pursuant to sec¬ 
tions 102, 204(a), and 412 of the Act, 
does not find the subject agreement to 
be adverse to the public interest or in 
violation of the Act. provided that ap¬ 
proval thereof is conditioned as herein¬ 
after ordered. 

Accordingly, it is ordered, That Agree¬ 
ment 18703, R—6, Rr-7, R—9, and Rr-10, be 
approved, provided that approval shall 
not constitute approval of the specific 
commodity descriptions contained there¬ 
in for purposes of tariff publication. 

Any air carrier party to the agreement, 
or any interested person, may, within 15 
days from the date of service of this 
order, submit statements in writing con¬ 
taining reasons deemed appropriate, to¬ 
gether with supporting data, in support 
of or in opposition to the Board’s action 
herein. An original and nineteen copies 
of the statements should be filed with 
the Board’s Docket Section. The Board 
may, upon consideration of any such 
statements filed, modify or rescind its 
action herein by subsequent order. 

The order will be published in the 
Federal Register. 

By the Civil Aeronautics Board. 

[seal] Harold R. Sanderson, 
Secretary . 

[F.R. Doc. 66-3610; Filed. Apr. 4. 1960; 

8:46 a.m.] 


[Docket No. 153501 

NORTHEAST-BAHAMAS SERVICE 

Notice of Prehearing Conference 

Notice is hereby given, pursuant to 
the provisions of the Federal Aviation 
Act of 1958, as amended, that the pre- 
hearing conference in the above-entitled 
proceeding originally scheduled for Jan¬ 
uary 13. 1966, is reassigned to be held on 


1 Received in the Board Feb. 21 and 23, and 
Mar. 16, 1906, respectively. 

* Attachment filed as part of original docu¬ 
ment. 


April 20, 1966, at 1 p.m., e.s.t., in Room 
1027, Universal Building, Connecticut 
and Florida Avenues NW., Washington, 
D.C., before Examiner Ross L Newmann. 
This case has been transferred from 
Examiner Park because of a conflict in 
assignments. 

The scope of tills proceeding has 
now been determined by Board Order E- 
23436. Parties may desire to supple¬ 
ment the proposed statements of issues, 
proposed stipulations, requests for in¬ 
formation, statements of positions, and 
proposed procedural dates submitted 
previously. Such statements should be 
submitted and served on other parties 
on or before April 15, 1966. 

Dated at Wasliington, D.C., March 30, 
1966. 

CsealI Francis W. Brown, 

Chief Examiner. 

[FJR. Doc. 66-3611; Filed, Apr. 4, 1900; 

8:46 &jn.] 


FEDERAL MARITIME COMMISSION 

ULSTER STEAMSHIP CO., LTD. (HEAD 
LINE), AND ANCHOR LINE, LTD. 

Notice of Agreement Filed for 
Approval 

Notice is hereby given that the follow¬ 
ing agreement has been filed with the 
Commission for approval pursuant to 
section 15 of the Shipping Act, 1916, as 
amended (39 Stat. 733, 75 Stat. 763; 46 
U.S.C. 814). 

Interested parties may inspect and 
obtain a copy of the agreement at the 
Washington office of the Federal Mari¬ 
time Commission, 1321 H Street NW., 
Room 609; or may inspect agreements at 
the offices of the District Managers, New 
York, N.Y., New Orleans, La., and San 
Francisco, Calif. Comments with refer¬ 
ence to an agreement including a request 
for hearing, if desired, may be submitted 
to the Secretary, Federal Maritime Com¬ 
mission, Washington, D.C., 20573, within 
20 days after publication of this notice 
in the Federal Register. A copy of any 
such statement should also be forwarded 
to the party filing the agreement (as 
indicated hereinafter) and the comments 
should indicate that this has been done. 

Notice of agreement filed for approval 
by: 

The Ulster Steamship Co., Ltd. (Head Line), 

Head Line Buildings. Belfast. Ireland, and 

Anchor Line, Ltd., 12-10 St. Vincent Place, 

Glasgow, Cl Scotland. 

Agreement 9535 covers an arrangement 
between Ulster Steamship Co., Ltd. 
(Head Line). and Anchor Line, Ltd., for 
their operation in the trades between 
Scotland, England, Northern Ireland and 
Eire on the one hand, and U.S. Great 
Lakes ports on the other hand. 

The services of a ship’s agent and hus¬ 
band and freight forwarding will be per¬ 
formed for these carriers’ vessels at ports 
in England, Northern Ireland, Eire, and 
UJ5. Great Lakes ports by Head Line and 
at Scottish ports by Anchor Line under 
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the terms and conditions set forth In the 
agreement. 

Dated: March30,1906. 

By order of the Federal Maritime 
Commission. 

Thomas Lisi, 
Secretary. 

[FR. Doc. 66-3583; Filed, Apr. 4. 1966; 
8:45 ajn.J 


UNITED STATES GREAT LAKES- 

BORDEAUX/HAMBURG RANGE 

EASTBOUND CONFERENCE 

Notice of Agreement Filed for 
Approval 

Notice is hereby given that the follow¬ 
ing agreement has been filed with the 
Commission for approval pursuant to 
section 15 of the Shipping Act, 1916, as 
amended (39 Stat. 733, 75 Stat. 763, 46 
U.S.C. 814). 

Interested parties may inspect and 
obtain a copy of the agreement at the 
Washington office of the Federal Mari¬ 
time Commission, 1321 H Street NW., 
Room 609; or may inspect agreements at 
the offices of the District Managers, New 
York, N.Y., New Orleans, La., and San 
Francisco, Calif. Comments with refer¬ 
ence to an agreement including a request 
for hearing, if desired, may be submitted 
to the Secretary, Federal Maritime Com¬ 
mission, Washington, D.C., 20573, within 
20 days after publication of this notice 
in the Federal Register. A copy of any 
such statement should also be forwarded 
tr the party filing the agreement (as indi¬ 
cated hereinafter) and the comments 
should indicate that this has been done. 

Notice of agreement filed for approval 
by; 

Thomas K. Roche, Esq.. Haight, Gardner, 

Poor & Havens. 80 Broad Street, New York, 

N.Y.. 10004. 

Agreement 7820-10, between the mem¬ 
ber lines of the United States Great 
Lakes-Bordeaux/Hamburg Range East- 
bound Conference (Agreement 7820. as 
amended) modifies Article 2 of the basic 
agreement to exclude transshipment car¬ 
goes originating at or destined to points 
beyond the scope of the Conference, from 
the Conference Agreement. 

Dated: March 31,1966. 

By order of the Federal Maritime 
Commission. 

Thomas Lisi, 
Secretary. 

[F.R. Doc. 66-3203; Filed, Apr. 4, 1966; 

8:45 a.m.] 


FEDERAL POWER COMMISSION 

[Docket No. CP66-298] 

CENTRAL ILLINOIS PUBLIC SERVICE 
CO. AND PANHANDLE EASTERN 
PIPE LINE CO. 

Notice of Application 

March 29. 1966. 

Take notice that on March 21, 1966, 
Central Illinois Public Service Co. (Ap- 

FEDERAL 


plicant), 432 Maine Street, Quincy, Ill., 
filed in Docket No. CP66-298 an applica¬ 
tion pursuant to section 7(a) of the 
Natural Gas Act for an order of the Com¬ 
mission directing Panhandle Eastern 
Pipe Line Co. (Respondent) to establish 
physical connection of its transporta¬ 
tion facilities with the facilities proposed 
to be constructed by Applicant and to 
sell and deliver to Applicant volumes of 
natural gas for resale and distribution in 
the village of Nebo, Pike County, Ill., and 
its environs, all as more fully set forth 
in the application which is on file with 
the Commission and open to public 
inspection. 

Applicant proposes to construct and 
operate a 2-inch gas transmission main 
extending from a proposed metering and 
regulating station to be constructed by 
Respondent approximately 4.1 miles 
north of the village of Nebo to the village 
of Nebo. Applicant further proposes to 
construct and operate a town border sta¬ 
tion at or near the corporate limits of 
Nebo and from such town border station 
to construct gas distribution mains for 
the purpose of operating and maintain¬ 
ing a gas distribution system to serve 
said village of Nebo and its environs. 

The total estimated volumes of natural 
gas necessary to meet Applicant’s annual 
and peak day requirements for the initial 
3-year period of proposed operations are 
stated to be: 



First year 

Second year 

Third year 

Annual 

28,110 

39.385 

41.900 

Peak day (McO.. 

268 

376 

401 


The total estimated cost of Applicant’s 
proposed construction is $90,160, which 
cost will be financed from internally 
generated funds. 

Protests or petitions to intervene may 
be filed with the Federal Power Commis¬ 
sion, Washington, D.C., 20426, in accord¬ 
ance with the rules of practice and pro¬ 
cedure (18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10) on or before 
April 25,1966. 

Joseph H. Gutride, 
Secretary. 

(F.R. Doc. 66-3588; Filed, Apr. 4, 1966; 

8:45 a.m.l 


[Docket No. RI66-319J 

HYDE CARBON BLACK CO. 

Order Accepting Superseding Con¬ 
tract, Providing for Hearing on 
and Suspension of Proposed 
Change in Rate 

March 29, 1966. 

On February 24, 1966, Hyde Carbon 
Black Co. (Hyde) 1 tendered for filing a 
proposed change in its presently effective 
rate schedule for sales of natural gas 
subject to the jurisdiction of the Com¬ 
mission. The proposed change, which 
constitutes an increased rate and charge, 
is contained in the following designated 
filing: 


* Address is: Post Office Box 376, Ridgway, 
Pa.. 15853. 
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Description: (1) Contract, dated February 
4. 1966, (2) notice of change, dated February 
19. 1966. 

Purchaser and producing area: The Syl- 
vania Corp* (Spring Creek Township, Elk 
County. Pa.). 

Rate schedule designation: (1) Hyde's FPC 
Gas Rate Schedule No. 2 (supersedes Hyde's 
FPC Gas Rate Schedule No. 1). (2) Supple¬ 

ment No. 1 to Hyde's FPC Gas Rate Schedule 
No. 2. 

Effective date: April 1. 1966. 2 
Amount of annual increase: $1,000. 
Effective rate: 25.0 cents per Mcf. 

Proposed rate: 27.5 cents per Mcf. 

Pressure base; 15.025 p.s.i.a. 

On February 24, 1966, Hyde Carbon 
Black Co. (Hyde) submitted for filing a 
renegotiated contract and a related rate 
increase from 25.0 cents to 27.5 cents 
per Mcf at 15.025 p.s.i.a. for a sale of gas 
to the Sylvania Corp. in Elk County, Pa. 
The renegotiated contract supersedes a 
contract dated December 1, 1948, on file 
with the Commission as Hyde’s FPC Gas 
Rate Schedule No. 1, and provides the 
basis for the proposed rate change. The 
renegotiated contract also prescribes 
quality standards which were not con¬ 
tained in the superseded contract. We 
believe that it would be in the public 
interest to accept for filing Hyde's super¬ 
seding contract to become effective on 
April 1, 1966, the contractually provided 
effective date, but not the proposed rate 
contained therein which will be sus¬ 
pended as indicated below. 

The Commission’s Statement of Gen¬ 
eral Policy No. 61-1 did not prescribe 
ceiling rates in the Pennsylvania area. 
Consequently no formal guideline prices 
exist for the area. The prevailing area 
rate is 27.0 cents per Mcf at 15.025 p.s.i.a., 
which also is the “in-line” rate estab¬ 
lished by Opinion No. 397, issued July 1, 
1963. Since the issuance of said opinion, 
no certificates have been issued under the 
abridged hearing procedure at prices in 
excess of 27.0 cents per Mcf. Since 
Hyde’s proposed rate increase exceeds 
the “in-line” rate and is above the pre¬ 
vailing area rate, we conclude that it 
should be suspended for 5 months as 
hereinafter ordered. 

The proposed changed rate and charge 
may be unjust, unreasonable, unduly 
discriminatory, or preferential, or other¬ 
wise unlawful. 

The Commission finds: 

(1) Good cause has been shown for 
accepting for filing Hyde’s proposed re¬ 
negotiated contract dated February 4. 
1966, designated as Hyde’s FPC Gas Rate 
Schedule No. 2, and for permitting such 
rate schedule to supersede Hyde’s FPC 
Gas Rate Schedule No. 1, to become ef¬ 
fective on April 1, 1966. 

(2) It is necessary and proper in the 
public interest and to aid in the enforce¬ 
ment of the provisions of the Natural 
Gas Act that the Commission enter upon 
a hearing concerning the lawfulness of 
the proposed change, and that Supple¬ 
ment No. 1 to Hyde’s FPC Gas Rate 
Schedule No. 2 be suspended and the 
use thereof deferred as hereinafter 
ordered. 


* The stated effective date is the con 
tractually provided effective date. 

5, 1966 
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The Commission orders: 

(A) Hyde’s contract dated February 4, 
1966, designated as Hyde’s FPC Gas Rate 
Schedule No. 2, is accepted for filing and 
permitted to supersede Hyde’s FPC Gas 
Rate Schedule No. 1, to become effective 
on April 1,1966. 

(B) Pursuant to the authority of the 
Natural Gas Act, particularly sections 4 
and 15 thereof, the Commission’s rules of 
practice and procedure, and the regula¬ 
tions under the Natural Gas Act (18 
CFR Ch. I), a public hearing shall be 
held upon a date to be fixed by notice 
from the Secretary concerning the law¬ 
fulness of the proposed increased rate 
and charge contained in Supplement No. 
1 to Hyde’s FPC Gas Rate Schedule No. 
2 . 

(C) Pending a hearing and decision 
thereon, the above-designated rate sup¬ 
plement is hereby suspended and the use 
thereof deferred until September 1,1966, 
and thereafter until such further time 
as it is made effective in the manner 
prescribed by the Natural Gas Act. 

(D) Neither the supplement hereby 
suspended, nor the rate schedule sought 
to be altered thereby, shall be changed 
until this proceeding has been disposed 
of or until the period of suspension has 
expired, unless otherwise ordered by the 
Commission. 

(E) Notices of intervention or peti¬ 
tions to intervene may be filed with the 
Federal Power Commission, Washington, 
D.C.. 20426, in accordance with the rules 
of practice and procedure (18 CFR 1.8 
and 1.37(f)) on or before May 11, 1966. 

By the Commission. 

[seal] Joseph H. Outride, 

Secretary. 

(F.R. Doc. 66-3589; Piled. Apr. 4. 1966; 

8:45 ajn.J 


[ Docket No. CP66-294) 

NATURAL GAS PIPELINE CO. OF 
AMERICA 


quantities of natural gas heretofore au¬ 
thorized by the Commission to Northern 
Illinois for resale by Northern Illinois in 
49 communities located in Henderson, 
Hancock. Adams, and Pike Counties, HI. 

The total estimated cost of Applicant’s 
proposed construction is $19,780, which 
cost will be financed from funds on hand. 

Protests or petitions to intervene may 
be filed with the Federal Power Commis¬ 
sion, Washington, D.C., 20426, in accord¬ 
ance with the rules of practice and pro¬ 
cedure (18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10) and the 
regulations under the Natural Gas Act 
(157.10) on or before April 27. 1966. 

Take further notice that, pursuant to 
the authority contained in and subject to 
the jurisdiction conferred upon the Fed¬ 
eral Power Commission by sections 7 and 
15 of the Natural Gas Act and the Com¬ 
mission’s rules of practice and procedure, 
a hearing will be held without further 
notice before the Commission on this 
application if no protest or petition to 
intervene is filed within the time re¬ 
quired herein, if the Commission on its 
own review of the matter finds that a 
grant of the certificate is required by the 
public convenience and necessity. If a 
protest or petition for leave to intervene 
is timely filed, or if the Commission on 
its own motion believes that a formal 
hearing is required, further notice of 
such hearing will be duly given. 

Under the procedure herein provided 
for, unless otherwise advised, it will be 
unnecessary for Applicant to appear or 
be represented at the hearing. 

Joseph H. Gutride, 
Secretary. 

[Fit. Doc. 66-3590; Filed. Apr. 4, 1966; 

8:45 ajn.l 

INTERSTATE COMMERCE 
COMMISSION 

[Pfahler’8 Car Distribution Direction No. 1 
Under S.O. No. 981) 


required for that period shall have been 
made. 

It is further ordered. That cars applied 
under this direction shall be so identified 
on empty car cards, movement slips, and 
interchange records as moving under the 
provisions of this direction. 

(b) The carrier delivering the empty 
boxcars as described above must advise 
Agent R. D. Pfahler each Wednesday as 
to the number of cars, covered by this 
direction, delivered during the preceding 
week, ending each Sunday at 11:59 p.m. 

(c) The carrier receiving the cars 
described above must advise Agent R. D. 
Pfahler each Wednesday as to the num¬ 
ber of cars received during the preceding 
week, ending each Sunday at 11:59 p.m. 

(2) Regulations suspended. The oper¬ 
ation of all rules and regulations, insofar 
as they conflict with the provisions of 
this direction is hereby suspended. 

(3) Effective date. This direction 
shall become effective at 12:01 a.m., 
April 4, 1966. 

(4) Expiration date. This direction 
shall expire at 11:59 p.m., May 28, 1966, 
unless otherwise modified, changed or 
suspended by order of this Commission. 

It is further ordered. That a copy of 
this direction shall be served upon the 
Association of American Railroads, Car 
Service Division, as agent of all railroads 
subscribing to the car service and per 
diem agreement under the terms of that 
agreement; and that notice of this direc¬ 
tion be given to the general public by 
depositing a copy in the Office of the 
Secretary of the Commission in Wash¬ 
ington. D.C., and by filing it with the 
Director, Office of the Federal Register. 


Issued at Washington, D.C., March 31, 
1966. 


Interstate Commerce 
Commission, 

[seal] R. D. Pfahler. 

Agent. 

[F.R. Doc. 66-3622; FUed. Apr. 4, 1966; 
8:48 ajn.J 


Notice of Application 

March 29, 1966. 

Take notice that on March 18. 1966, 
Natural Gas Pipeline Co. of America 
(Applicant), 122 South Michigan Avenue, 
Chicago, Ill., 60603, filed in Docket No. 
CP66-294 an application pursuant to 
section 7(c) of the Natural Gas Act for 
a certificate of public convenience and 
necessity authorizing the construction 
and operation of certain natural gas 
facilities in order to establish a new 
Point of delivery for the sale and delivery 
of natural gas to Northern Illinois Gas 
Co. (Northern Illinois) for resale to 49 
communities in Hlinois, all as more fully 
set forth in the application which is on 
Hie with the Commission and open to 
Public inspection. 

Specifl ca iiy f Applicant seeks authori¬ 
sation to construct and operate a side tap 
;, its main transmission line in Rock 
jsiand County, Hi., approximately 200 
am? 6 ~ inch Pipeline, a meter station 
p^u 0ther a PP ur tenant facilities all in 
island County, for the sale of 


LOUISVILLE & NASHVILLE RAILROAD 
CO., AND CHICAGO, BURLING¬ 
TON & QUINCY RAILROAD CO. 

Distribution of Boxcars 

Pursuant to section I (15) and (17) of 
the Interstate Commerce Act and author¬ 
ity vested in me by Interstate Commerce 
Commission Service Order No. 981. 

It is ordered. That: 

(1) Each common carrier by railroad 
subject to the Interstate Commerce Act 
shall comply with the following dis¬ 
tributions directions: 

(a) The Louisville & Nashville Rail¬ 
road Co. shall deliver to the Chicago, 
Burlington & Quincy Railroad a weekly 
total of 175 empty plain serviceable box¬ 
cars with inside length less than 44 feet 
8 inches and doors less than 8 feet wide. 
Exception: Canadian ownerships and 
cars included in Service Order No. 977. 

It is further ordered. That the rate of 
delivery specified in this direction shall 
be maintained within weekly periods 
ending each Sunday at 11:59 pm., so that 
at the end of each 7 days the full delivery 


(Pfahler’8 Car Distribution Direction No. 2 
Under S.O. No. 981) 

SEABOARD AIR LINE RAILROAD CO. 

ET AL. 

Distribution of Boxcars 

To: Seaboard Air Line Railroad Co., 
Southern Railway Co., and Chicago, 
Burlington & Quincy Railroad Co. 

Pursuant to section I (15) and (17) of 
the Interstate Commerce Act and au¬ 
thority vested in me by Interstate Com¬ 
merce Commission Service Order No. 
981. 

It is ordered. That: 

(1) Each common carrier by railroad 
subject to the Interstate Commerce Act 
shall comply with the following distri¬ 
bution directions: 

(a) The Seaboard Air Line Railroad 
Co. shall deliver to the Southern Railway 
Co. a weekly total of 175 empty plain 
serviceable boxcars with inside length 
less than 44 feet 8 inches and doors less 
than 8 feet wide. Exception: Canadian 
ownerships and cars included in Service 
Order No. 977. 
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<b) The Southern Railway Co. shall 
deliver to the Chicago, Burlington & 
Quincy Railroad Co. a weekly total of 
175 cars of the type described in para¬ 
graph (a). 

It is further ordered, That the rate 
of delivery specified in this direction 
shall be maintained within weekly 
periods ending each Sunday at 11:59 
p.m., so that at the end of each 7 days 
the full delivery required for that period 
shall have been made. 

It is further ordered, That cars ap¬ 
plied under this direction shall be so 
identified on empty car cards, movement 
slips, and interchange records as mov¬ 
ing under the provisions of this direction. 

(c) The carrier delivering the empty 
boxcars as described above must each 
advise Agent R. D. Pfahler each Wednes¬ 
day as to the number of cars, covered 
by this direction, delivered during the 
preceeding week, ending each Sunday at 
11:59 p.m. 

(d) The carrier receiving the cars 
described above must advise Agent R. D. 
Pfahler each Wednesday as to the num¬ 
ber of cars received during the preced¬ 
ing week, ending each Sunday at 11:59 
p.m. 

(2) Regulations suspended. The op¬ 
eration of all rules and regulations, in¬ 
sofar as they conflict with the provisions 
of this direction, is hereby suspended. 

(3) Effective date. This direction 
shall become effective at 12:01 a.m., April 
4, 1966. 

(4) Expiration date. This direction 
shall expire at 11:59 p.m.. May 28, 1966, 
unless otherwise modified, changed, or 
suspended by order of this Commission. 

It is further ordered, That a copy of 
this direction shall be served upon the 
Association of American Railroads, Car 
Service Division, as agent of all rail¬ 
roads subscribing to the car service and 
per diem agreement under the terms of 
that agreement: and that notice of this 
direction be given to the general public 
by depositing a copy in the Office of the 
Secretary of the Commission in Wash¬ 
ington, D.C., and by filing it with the 
Director, Office of the Federal Register. 

Issued at Washington, D.C., March 31, 
1936. 

Interstate Commerce 
Commission, 

[seal] R. D. Pfahler, 

Agent. 

[PR. Doc. 66-3621; Piled, Apr. 4, 1966; 

8:48 a.m.] 


[ Pfahler’s Car Distribution Direction No. 3 
Under S.O. No. 981] 

ERIE-LACKAWANNA RAILROAD CO. 
AND CHICAGO & EASTERN ILLINOIS 
RAILROAD CO. 

Distribution of Boxcars 

Pursuant to section I (15) and (17) of 
the Interstate Commerce Act and au¬ 
thority vested in me by Interstate Com¬ 
merce Commission Service Order No. 981. 
. It is ordered. That: 

(1) Each common carrier by railroad 
subject to the Interstate Commerce Act 
shall comply with the following distribu¬ 
tion directions: 


(a) The Erie-Lackawanna Railroad 
Co., shall deliver to the Chicago & East¬ 
ern Illinois Railroad Co. a weekly total 
of 175 empty plain serviceable boxcars 
with inside length less than 44 feet 8 
inches and doors less than 8 feet wide. 
Exception: Canadian ownerships and 
cars included in Service Order No. 977. 

It is further ordered, That the rate of 
delivery specified in this direction shall 
be maintained within weekly periods end¬ 
ing each Sunday at 11:59 p.m., so that 
at the end of each 7 days the full delivery 
required for that period shall have been 
made. 

It is further ordered. That cars applied 
under this direction shall be so identified 
on empty car cards, movement slips, and 
interchange records as moving under the 
provision of this direction. 

(b> The carrier delivering the empty 
boxcars as described above must advise 
Agent R. D. Pfahler each Wednesday as 
to the number of cars, covered by this 
direction, delivered during the preceding 
week, ending each Sunday at 11:59 p.m. 

(c) The carrier receiving the cars de¬ 
scribed above must advise Agent R. D. 
Pfahler each Wednesday as to the num¬ 
ber of cars received during the preceding 
week, ending each Sunday at 11:59 pjn. 

(2) Regulations suspended. The op¬ 
eration of all rules and regulations, inso¬ 
far as they conflict with the provisions 
of this direction, is hereby suspended. 

(3) Effective date. This direction 
shall become effective at 12:01 a.m., April 
4, 1966. 

(4) Expiration date. This direction 
shall expire at 11:59 p.m.. May 28. 1966, 
unless otherwise modified, changed or 
suspended by order of this Commission. 

It is further ordered, That a copy of 
this direction shall be served upon the 
Association of American Railroads, Car 
Service Division, as agent of all railroads 
subscribing to the car service and per 
diem agreement under the terms of that 
agreement; and that notice of this direc¬ 
tion be given to the general public by 
depositing a copy in the Office of the Sec¬ 
retary of the Commission in Washing¬ 
ton, D.C., and by filing it with the Direc¬ 
tor, Office of the Federal Register. 


Issued at Washington, D.C., March 31, 
1966. 


Interstate Commerce 
Commission, 

[seal] R. D. Pfahler, 

Agent. 


[PR. Doc. 66-3620; Filed, Apr. 4, 1966; 
8:48 a.m.] 


[Pfahler’s Car Distribution Direction No. 4 
Under S.O. No. 981] 

THE BALTIMORE & OHIO RAILROAD 
CO. AND CHICAGO & NORTH 
WESTERN RAILWAY CO. 

Distribution of Boxcars 

Pursuant to section I (15) and (17) of 
the Interstate Commerce Act and au¬ 
thority vested in me by Interstate Com¬ 
merce Commission Service Order No. 981. 
It is ordered, That: 

(1) Each common carrier by railroad 
subject to the Interstate Commerce Act 


shall comply with the following distribu¬ 
tion directions: 

(a) The Baltimore & Ohio Railroad Co. 
shall deliver to the Chicago & North 
Western Railway Co. a weekly total of 
175 empty plain serviceable boxcars with 
inside length less than 44 feet 8 inches 
and doors less than 8 feet wide. Excep¬ 
tion: Canadian ownerships and cars in¬ 
cluded in Service Order No. 977. 

It is further ordered, That the rate of 
delivery specified in this direction shall 
be maintained within weekly periods 
ending each Sunday at 11:59 p.m., so 
that at the end of each 7 days the full 
delivery required for that period shall 
have been made. 

It is further ordered, That cars applied 
under this direction shall be so identified 
on empty car cards, movement slips, and 
interchange records as moving under the 
provisions of this direction. 

(b) The carrier delivering the empty 
boxcars as described above must advise 
Agent R. D. Pfahler each Wednesday as 
to the number of cars, covered by this 
direction, delivered during the preceding 
w r eek, ending each Sunday at 11:59 p.m. 

(c) The carrier receiving the cars de¬ 
scribed above must advise Agent R. D. 
Pfahler each Wednesday as to the num¬ 
ber of cars received during the preceding 
week, ending each Sunday at 11:59 p.m. 

(2) Regulations suspended. The op¬ 
eration of all rules and regulations, in¬ 
sofar as they conflict with the provisions 
of this direction, is hereby suspended. 

(3) Effective date. This direction 
shall become effective at 12:01 ajn., April 
4,1966. 

(4) Expiration date. This direction 
shall expire at 11:59 p.m., May 28, 1966, 
unless otherwise modified, changed, or 
suspended by order of this Commission. 

It is further ordered, That a copy of 
this direction shall be served upon the 
Association of American Railroads. Car 
Service Division, as agent of all railroads 
subscribing to the car service and per 
diem agreement under the terms of that 
agreement; and that notice of this di¬ 
rection be given to the general public by 
depositing a copy in the Office of the 
Secretary of the Commission in Washing¬ 
ton, D.C., and by filing it with the Direc¬ 
tor, Office of the Federal Register. 

Issued at Washington, D.C., March 31, 
1966. 

Interstate Commerce 
Commission, 

[seal] R. D. Pfahler, 

Agent. 

[F.R. Doc. 66-3619; Filed, Apr. 4, 1966; 

8:48 a.m.] 


[Pfahler’s Car Distribution Direction No. 6 
Under S.O. No. 981] 

READING CO. ET AL. 

Distribution of Boxcars 

To: Reading Co., Western Maryland 
Railway Co., The Baltimore & Ohio Rail¬ 
road Co., and Chicago & North Western 
Railway Co. 

Pursuant to section I (15) and (17) 
of the Interstate Commerce Act and au¬ 
thority vested in me by Interstate Com- 
merce Commission Service Order No. 981. 
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It is ordered , That: 

(1) Each common carrier by railroad 
subject to the Interstate Commerce Act 
shall comply with the following distri¬ 
bution directions: 

(a) The Reading Co. shall deliver to 
the Western Maryland Railway Co. a 
weekly total of 175 empty plain service¬ 
able boxcars with inside length less than 
44 feet 8 inches and doors less than 
8 feet wide. Exception: Canadian 
ownerships and cars included in Service 
Order No. 977. 

<b) The Western Maryland Railway 
Co. shall deliver to the Baltimore & Ohio 
Railroad Co. a weekly total of 175 cars 
of the type described in paragraph (a). 

(c) The Baltimore & Ohio Railroad Co. 
shall deliver to the Chicago & North 
Western Railway Co. a weekly total of 
175 cars of the type described in para¬ 
graph (a). 

It is further ordered , That the rate of 
delivery specified in this direction shall 
be maintained within weekly periods 
ending each Sunday at 11:59 p.m. t so 
that at the end of each 7 days the full 
delivery required for that period shall 
have been made. 

It is further ordered, That cars ap¬ 
plied under this direction shall be so 
identified on empty car cards, move¬ 
ment slips, and interchange records as 
moving under the provisions of this di¬ 
rection. 

<d> The carrier delivering the empty 
boxcars as described above must advise 
Agent R. D. Pfahler each Wednesday as 
to the number of cars, covered by this 
direction, delivered during the preceding 
week, ending each Sunday at 11:59 p.m. 

(e) Tlie carrier receiving the cars de¬ 
scribed above must advise Agent R. D. 
Pfahler each Wednesday as to the num¬ 
ber of cars received during the preceding 
week, ending each Sunday at 11:59 p.m. 

(2) Regulations suspended. The 
operation of all rules and regulations, 
Insofar as they conflict with the provi¬ 
sions of this direction, is hereby sus¬ 
pended. 

(3) Effective date. This direction 
shall become effective at 12:01 a.m., 
April 4. 1966. 

(4) Expiration date. This direction 
shall expire at 11:59 p.m.. May 28. 1966, 
unless otherwise modified, changed or 
suspended by order of this Commission. 

It is further ordered, That a copy of 
this direction shall be served upon the 
Association of American Railroads, Car 
Sendee Division, as agent of all rail¬ 
roads subscribing to the car service and 
diem agreement under the terms of 
that agreement: and that notice of this 
direction be given to the general public 
by depositing a copy in the Office of the 
Secretary of the Commission in Wash¬ 
ington, D.C., and by filing it with the 
Director, Office of the Federal Register. 

1966 U6d at Washlngton ’ D -C.. March 31, 

Interstate Commerce 
Commission, 

IsealI R. D. Pfahler, 

Agent. 

^ °°c. 66-3625; Piled. Apr. 4. 1966; 

8:48 a.m.) 


[Pfahler’s Car Distribution Direction No. 6 
Under S.O. No. 9811 

ATLANTIC COAST LINE RAILROAD 
CO. ET AL. 

Distribution of Boxcars 

To: Atlantic Coast Line Railroad Co.. 
Gulf, Mobile & Ohio Railroad Co., and 
Union Pacific Railroad Co. 

Pursuant to section I (15) and (17) of 
the Interstate Commerce Act and au¬ 
thority vested in me by Interstate Com¬ 
merce Commission Service Order No. 
981. 

It is ordered , That: 

(1) Each common carrier by railroad 
subject to the Interstate Commerce Act 
shall comply with the following distribu¬ 
tion directions: 

(a) The Atlantic Coast Line Railroad 
Co. shall deliver to the Gulf. Mobile & 
Ohio Railroad Co. a weekly total of 175 
empty plain serviceable boxcars with in¬ 
side length less than 44 feet 8 inches and 
doors less than 8 feet wide. Exception: 
Canadian ownerships and cars included 
in Service Order No. 977. 

(b) The Gulf, Mobile & Ohio Railroad 
Co. shall deliver to the Union Pacific 
Railroad Co. a weekly total of 175 cars 
of the type described in paragraph (a). 

It is further ordered. That the rate of 
delivery specified in this direction shall 
be maintained within weekly periods end¬ 
ing each Sunday at 11:59 pjn., so that at 
the end of each 7 days the full delivery 
required for that period shall have been 
made. 

It is further ordered. That cars applied 
under this direction shall be so identi¬ 
fied on empty car cards, movement slips, 
and interchange records as moving under 
the provisions of this direction. 

(c) The carrier delivering the empty 
boxcars as described above must advise 
Agent R. D. Pfahler each Wednesday as 
to the number of cars, covered by this 
direction, delivered during the preceding 
week, ending each Sunday at 11:59 pjn. 

(d> The carrier receiving the cars de¬ 
scribed above must advise Agent R. D. 
Pfahler each Wednesday as to the num¬ 
ber of cars received during the preceding 
week, ending each Sunday at 11:59 p.m. 

(2) Regulations suspended. The op¬ 
eration of all rules and regulations, in¬ 
sofar as they conflict with the provisions 
of this direction, is hereby suspended. 

(3) Effective date. This direction 
shall become effective at 12:01 a.m., 
April 4.1966. 

(4) Expiration date. This direction 
shall expire at 11:59 p.m., May 28, 1966, 
unless otherwise modified, changed, or 
suspended by order of this Commission. 

It is further ordered , That a copy of 
this direction shall be served upon the 
Association of American Railroads, Car 
Service Division, as agent of all railroads 
subscribing to the car service and per 
diem agreement under the terms of that 
agreement; and that notice of tills direc¬ 
tion be given to the general public by 
depositing a copy in the Office of the 
Secretary of the Commission in Wash¬ 


ington, D.C., and by filing it with the Di¬ 
rector, Office of the Federal Register. 

Issued at Washington, D.C., March 31, 
1966. 

Interstate Commerce 
Commission, 

[sealI R. D. Pfahler, 

Agent. 

[F.R. Doc. 66-3618; Filed, Apr. 4, 1966; 
8:48 a.m. | 


[Pfahler’s Car Distribution Direction No. 7 
Under S.O. No. 981 ] 

MISSOURI-KANSAS-TEXAS RAILROAD 

CO. AND UNION PACIFIC RAIL¬ 
ROAD CO. 

Distribution of Boxcars 

Pursuant to section I (15) and (17) of 
the Interstate Commerce Act and au¬ 
thority vested in me by Interstate Com¬ 
merce Commission Service Order No. 
981. 

It is ordered, That: 

(1) Each common carrier by railroad 
subject to the Interstate Commerce Act 
shall comply with the following distribu¬ 
tion directions: 

(a) The Missouri-Kansas-Texas Rail¬ 
road Co. shall deliver to the Union Pa¬ 
cific Railroad Co. a weekly total of 175 
empty plain serviceable boxcars with in¬ 
side length less than 44 feet 8 inches and 
doors less than 8 feet wide. Exception: 
Canadian ownerships and cars included 
in Service Order No. 977. 

It is further ordered. That the rate of 
delivery specified in this direction shall 
be maintained within weekly periods 
ending each Sunday at 11:59 p.m., so 
that at the end of each 7 days the fuil 
delivery required for that period shall 
have been made. 

It is further ordered. That cars applied 
under this direction shall be so identified 
on empty car cards, movement slips, and 
interchange records as moving under the 
provisions of this direction. 

(b) The carrier delivering the empty 
boxcars as described above must advise 
Agent R. D. Pfahler each Wednesday as 
to the number of cars, covered by this 
direction, delivered during the preceding 
week, ending each Sunday at 11:59 p.m. 

(c) The carrier receiving the cars de¬ 
scribed above must advise Agent R. D. 
Pfahler each Wednesday as to the num¬ 
ber of cars received during the preceding 
week, ending each Sunday at 11:59 p.m. 

(2) Regulations suspended. The op¬ 
eration of all rules and regulations, inso¬ 
far as they conflict with the provisions 
of this direction, is hereby suspended. 

(3) Effective date. This direction 
shall become effective at 12:01 a.m., 
April 4, 1966. 

(4) Expiration date. This direction 
shall expire at 11:59 p.m., May 28. 1966, 
unless otherwise modified, changed, or 
suspended by order of this Commission. 

It is further ordered, That a copy of 
this direction shall be served upon the 
Association of American Railroads, Car 
Service Division, as agent of all rail¬ 
roads subscribing to the car service and 
per diem agreement under the terms of 
that agreement; and that notice of this 
direction be given to the general public 
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by depositing a copy in the Office of the 
Secretary of the Commission in Wash¬ 
ington. D.C.. and by filing It with the 
Director, Office of the Federal Register. 

Issued at Washington, D.C., March 31, 
1966. 

Interstate Commerce 
Commission, 

[seal] R. D. Pfahler, 

Agent. 

[F.R. Doc. 66-3623; Filed. Apr. 4, 1966; 
8:48 a.m.J 


[Pfahler*8 Car Distribution Direction No. 8 
Under S.O. No. 981) 

THE PENNSYLVANIA RAILROAD CO. 

AND SOO LINE RAILROAD CO. 

Distribution of Boxcars 

Pursuant to section I (15) and (17) of 
the Interstate Commerce Act and au¬ 
thority vested in me by Interstate Com¬ 
merce Commission Service Order No. 
981. 

It is ordered. That: 

(1) Each common carrier by railroad 
subject to the Interstate Commerce Act 
shall comply with the following distribu¬ 
tion directions: 

(a) The Pennsylvania Railroad Co. 
shall deliver to the Soo Line Railroad 
Co. a weekly total of 350 empty plain 
serviceable boxcars with inside length 
less than 44 feet 8 inches and doors less 
than 8 feet wide. Exception: Canadian 
ownerships and cars included in Service 
Order No. 977. 

It is further ordered: That the rate of 
delivery specified in this direction shall 
be maintained within weekly periods 
ending each Sunday at 11:59 p.m., so 
that at the end of each 7 days the full 
delivery required for that period shall 
have been made. 

It is further ordered, That cars applied 
under this direction shall be so identified 
on empty car cards, movements slips, and 
interchange records as moving under the 
provisions of this direction. 

(b) The carrier delivering the empty 
boxcars as described above must advise 
Agent R. D. Pfahler each Wednesday as 
to the number of cars, covered by this 
direction, delivered during the preceding 
week, ending each Sunday at 11:59 p.m. 

(c) The carrier receiving the cars 
described above must advise Agent R. D. 
Pfahler each Wednesday as to the num¬ 
ber of cars received during the preceding 
week, ending each Sunday at 11:59 p.m. 

(2) Regulations suspended. The op¬ 
eration of all rules and regulations, in¬ 
sofar as they conflict with the provisions 
of this direction, is hereby suspended. 

(3) Effective date . This direction 
shall become effective at 12:01 ajn., 
April 4, 1966. 

(4) Expiration date. This direction 
shall expire at 11:59 p.m., May 28, 1966, 
unless otherwise modified, changed or 
suspended by order of tills Commission. 

It is further ordered, That a copy of 
this direction shall be served upon the 
Association of American Railroads, Car 
Service Division, as agent of all rail¬ 
roads subscribing to the car service and 


per diem agreement under the terms of 
that agreement; and that notice of this 
direction be given to the general public 
by depositing a copy in the Office of the 
Secretary of the Commission in Wash¬ 
ington, D.C., and by filing it with the 
Director, Office of the Federal Register. 

Issued at Washington. D.C., March 31, 
1966. 

Interstate Commerce 
Commission, 

[seal] R. D. Pfahler, 

Agent . 

(FJR. Doc. 66-3624; Filed, Apr. 4, 1966; 

8:48 a.m.1 


FOURTH SECTION APPLICATIONS 
FOR RELIEF 

March 31, 1966. 

Protests to the granting of an applica¬ 
tion must be prepared in accordance with 
Rule 1.40 of the general rules of prac¬ 
tice (49 CFR 1.40) and filed within 15 
days from the date of publication of this 
notice in the Federal Register. 

Long-and-Short Haul 

PSA No. 40383— Joint motor-rail 
rates—Southern Motor Carriers. Filed 
by Southern Motor Carriers Rate Con¬ 
ference. agent (No. 139), for interested 
carriers. Rates on property moving on 
class and commodity rates over joint 
routes of applicant rail and motor car¬ 
riers, between points in southern ter¬ 
ritory. 

Grounds for relief—Motortruck com¬ 
petition. 

Tariff—Supplement 24 to Southern 
Motor Carriers Rate Conference, agent, 
tariff MF-ICC 1351. 

FSA No. 40384 —Joint motor-rail 
rates—Southern Motor Carriers. Filed 
by Southern Motor Carriers Rate Con¬ 
ference, agent (No. 140), for interested 
carriers. Rates on property moving on 
class and commodity rates over joint 
routes of applicant rail and motor car¬ 
riers, between points in southern ter¬ 
ritory. 

Grounds for relief—Motortruck com¬ 
petition. 

Tariff—Supplement 24 to Southern 
Motor Carriers Rate Conference, agent, 
tariff MF-ICC 1351. 

FSA No. 40385— Beet or cane sugar to 
IF A territory points. Filed by Western 
Trunk Line Committee, agent (No. A- 
2446), for interested rail carriers. Rates 
on beet or cane sugar, in bulk, in covered 
hopper cars, in carloads, from points in 
Montana, transcontinental and western 
trunkline territories, to Chicago, Ill., and 
stations in Illinois, Indiana, and Wis¬ 
consin taking same rates. 

Grounds for relief—Market competi¬ 
tion and restoration of rate relationship. 

Tariffs—Supplement 37 to Western 
Trunk Line Committee, agent, tariff 
ICC A-4481 and other schedules named 
in the application. 

By the Commission. 

[seal] H. Neil Garson, 

Secretary . 

[F.R. Doc. 66-3626; Filed, Apr. 4. 1966; 

8:48 a.m.] 


[Notice No. 158J 

MOTOR CARRIER TEMPORARY 
AUTHORITY APPLICATIONS 

March 31,1966. 

The following are notices of filing of 
applications for temporary authority un¬ 
der section 210a(a) of the Interstate 
Commerce Act provided for under the 
new rules in Ex Parte No. MC 67 (49 CFR 
240), published in the Federal Register, 
irsue of April 27, 1965, effective July 1, 
1965. These rules provide that protests 
U the granting of an application must 
be filed with the field official named in 
the Federal Register publication, within 
15 calendar days after the date notice 
of the filing of the application is pub¬ 
lished in the Federal Register. One copy 
of such protest must be served on the ap¬ 
plicant, or its authorized representative, 
if any, and the protest must certify that 
such service has been made. The pro¬ 
test must be specific as to the service 
which such protestant can and will offer, 
and must consist of a signed original and 
six (6) copies. 

A copy of the application is on file, and 
can be examined, at the Office of the 
Secretary, Interstate Commerce Com¬ 
mission, Washington, D.C., and also In 
the field office to which protests are to be 
transmitted. 

Motor Carriers of Property 

No. MC 23939 (Sub-No. 163 TA). filed 
March 28. 1966. Applicant: ASBURY 
TRANSPORTATION CO.. 2222 East 38th 
Street, Los Angeles, Calif., 90058. Appli¬ 
cant’s representative: James W. Wade, 
729 Citizens National Bank Building. 453 
South Spring, Los Angeles. Calif., 90013. 
Authority sought to operate as a com¬ 
mon carrier , by motor vehicle, over ir¬ 
regular routes, transporting: Unsymetri¬ 
cal dimethyl hydrazine mix, in bulk, in 
tank vehicles, moving on Government 
Bills of Lading between Rocky Mountain 
Arsenal, Colo., on the one hand, and, on 
the other, Lewis Research Center, Cleve¬ 
land, Ohio, and White Sands Missile 
Range. N. Mex., for 180 days. Support¬ 
ing shipper: Military Traffic Manage¬ 
ment and Terminal Service, Department 
of the Army. Washington, DC., 20315 
(Lt. Col. James T. Herbst>. Send pro¬ 
tests to: John E. Nance. District Super¬ 
visor, Bureau of Operations and 
Compliance, Interstate Commerce Com- 
mission, 7708 Federal Building, 300 North 
Los Angeles Street, Los Angeles, Calif., 
90012. 

No. MC 52574 (Sub-No. 28 TAJ. 
filed March 28, 1966. Applicant: ELIZ¬ 
ABETH FREIGHT FORWARD^ 
CORP.. 120 South 20th Street. Irvington, 
N.J., 07845. Applicant’s representative^ 
August W. Heckman. 297 Academy 
Street, Jersey City, N.J., 07306. Author¬ 
ity sought to operate as a contract car¬ 
rier, by motor vehicle, over irre 2 u *f 
routes, transporting: Bakery 
and containers therefor, from Nort 
Bergen, N.J., to Wilmington. Dover, ana 
Newark. Del.; Washington, D.C.; B* 
more, Hyattsville, and Hagerstown, m - 
Philadelphia, Easton, Bethlehem, Read¬ 
ing, Lancaster, Scranton, Wilkes-Ban . 
York, Harrisburg, Chester, Williamsport 
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Stroudsburg, Mechanicsburg, Shenan¬ 
doah, Hazel ton, Carlisle. Schuylkill 
Haven, Allentown, and Lansdale, Pa.; 
New Haven, Meriden, Hartford, Bridge¬ 
port, Norwich, Stamford. Thomaston, 
and Groton, Conn., for 180 days. Re¬ 
striction: The operations authorized 
herein are limited to a transportation 
service to be performed under a con¬ 
tinuing contract, or contracts with Shep¬ 
pard Baking Co., Inc., and Auto Vend 
Bakers, Inc., of North Bergen, N.J. Sup¬ 
porting shipper: Sheppard Baking Co., 
Inc. (an affiliate of Auto Vend Bakers, 
Inc.), 1515 Paterson Plank Road, North 
Bergen, itf.J. Send protests to: Robert 
S. H. Vance, District Supervisor, Bureau 
of Operations and Compliance, Inter¬ 
state Commerce Commission, 1060 Broad 
Street, Newark, N.J., 07102. 

No. MC 61264 (Sub-No. 22 TA), filed 
March 28, 1966. Applicant: PILOT 

FREIGHT CARRIERS, INC., Cherry 
Street at Polo Road, Post Office Box 615, 
Winston-Salem, N.C., 27102. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Commodities: boots or 
shoes group , such as abrasives, adhesives, 
aluminum lasts, base rubber heels, black¬ 
ing, bleach, blocks, boards, boot or shoe 
findings, boots or shoes, boots and/or 
shoe arch supports, box toe boards, box 
toes, brushed, casters, cement, cloth, 
cloths, cork, counters (fiber or leather, 
rubber or composition), covers, crayons, 
dressing, eyelets, facing*, french chalk, 
friction fabric, grease, heels (leather or 
rubber, rubber or composition, w ? ooden or 
fiberboard), heel top lifts, hooks, ink, 
insoles, laces, lasts, latex (liquid rubber), 
leather (artificial, finished), leather 
scrap, leatherboard, lining, machinery, 
machinery parts, nails, needles, oil, pa¬ 
per. paste, pegwood, plates, protectors, 
rivets, rubber compounds, rubber (crude, 
sponge, sheet), shanks (shoe, steel or 
wooden, fiberboard or leatherboard or 
fiberboard or leatherboard combined 
with steel or wood), shoe boxes, shoe 
forms and trees, shoe buckles or orna¬ 
ments, shoe patterns and pattern paper, 
shoe factory racks, shoe labels and seal¬ 
ing tape, shoe tape and binding, softener, 
sole leather, soles (leather or rubber, 
rubber or composition), soling, stays, 
stretchers, tacks, taps (rubber or compo¬ 
sition, shoe), thread, tools, wax, webbing, 
welding, w r heels, wire, between Boone, 
N.C., and Mountain City, Tenn., for 180 
days. Supporting shipper: Blue Ridge 
Shoe Co. (a division of Melville Shoe 
Corp.), Wilkesboro. N.C.. 28697. Send 
Protests to: Jack K. Huff, District Super¬ 
visor, Bureau of Operations and Com¬ 
pliance, Interstate Commerce Commis¬ 
sion, Room 206, 327 North Tryon Street, 
Charlotte, N.C.. 28202 . 

No. MC 61403 (Sub-No. 155 TA), filed 
March 28, 1966. Applicant: THE MA¬ 
SON AND DIXON TANK LINES, INC., 
Eastman Road, Post Office Box 47, Kings- 
P°rt, Tenn., 37662. Applicant’s repre¬ 
sentative: Charles E. Cox (same address 
as above). Authority sought to operate 
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: 
Anhydrous ammonia, in bulk, in tank 
vehicles, from the plantsite of Olin 


Mathieson Chemical Corp., at or near 
Joliet, Ill., to points in Illinois, Indiana, 
Iowa. Kentucky, Michigan, Minnesota, 
Missouri, Ohio, and Wisconsin, for 180 
days. Supporting shipper: Olin Mathie¬ 
son Chemical Corp., Little Rock, Ark. 
(D. E. Taylor, transportation supervisor 
rates and analysis). Send protests to: 
J. E. Gamble, District Supervisor, Bureau 
of Operations and Compliance, Inter¬ 
state Commerce Commission. 706 U.S. 
Courthouse. Nashville, Tenn., 37203. 

No. MC 88161 (Sub-No. 74 TA), filed 
March 28, 1966. Applicant: INLAND 

TRANSPORTATION CO., INC., 6737 
Corson Avenue South, Seattle, Wash., 
98134. Applicant’s representative: E. W. 
Sandygren (same address as above). 
Authority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Fertilizers, dry, in 
bulk, in tank vehicles, from Nyssa and 
Ontario, Oreg., to points in Elmore, Ada, 
Gooding, Payette. Washington, and 
Owyhee Counties, Idaho, for 150 days. 
Supporting shipper: Pacific Fruit & 
Produce Co., 4103 Second Avenue South, 
Seattle, Wash., 98124 (Mr. J. P. Lang, 
secretary). Send protests to: E. J. 
Casey, District Supervisor, Bureau of 
Operations and Compliance. Interstate 
Commerce Commission, 6130 Arcade 
Building, Seattle, Wash., 98101. 

No. MC 107002 (Sub-No. 297 TA), filed 
March 28, 1966. Applicant: HEARIN- 
MILLER TRANSPORTERS. INC., Post 
Office Box 1123, U.S. Highway 80 West, 
Jackson, Miss., 39205. Applicant’s rep¬ 
resentative: D. D. Kennedy (same ad¬ 
dress as above). Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Fertilizer, dry, in bulk, in tank ve¬ 
hicles, from Canton, Hattiesburg, Me¬ 
ridian, and New Albany, Miss., to points 
in Alabama. Arkansas, and Louisiana, 
for 180 days. Supporting shipper: 
Coastal Chemical Corp., Yazoo City, 
Miss., 39194. Send protests to: Floyd 
A. Johnson. District Supervisor, Bureau 
of Operations and Compliance, Inter¬ 
state Commerce Commission, 320 U.S. 
Post Office Building, Jackson, Miss., 
39201. 

No. MC 108207 (Sub-No. 185 TA), filed 
March 28, 1966. Applicant: FROZEN 
FOOD EXPRESS, 318 Cadiz Street, Post 
Office Box 5888, Dallas, Tex., 75222. Ap¬ 
plicant’s representative: J. E. McClellan 
(same address as above). Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Dry gum shellac, in me¬ 
chanically refrigerated equipment, from 
Dallas, Tex., to Monroe, La., and El 
Dorado, Ark., for 150 days. Supporting 
shipper: Gillespie-Rogers-Pyatt Co., 

Inc., 40 Wall Street, New York. N.Y., 
10005. Send protests to: E. K. Willis, 
Jr„ District Supervisor, Bureau of Oper¬ 
ations and Compliance, Interstate Com¬ 
merce Commission, 513 Thomas Build¬ 
ing, 1314 Wood Street, Dallas, Tex., 
75202 

No. MC 108449 (Sub-No. 229 TA). filed 
March 28, 1966. Applicant: INDIAN- 
HEAD TRUCK LINE, INC., 1947 West 
County Road C, St. Paul, Minn., 55113. 
Applicant’s representative: W. A. Myl- 


lenbeck (same address as above). Au¬ 
thority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Anhydrous am¬ 
monia, in bulk, in tank vehicles, from 
Olin Mathieson Chemical Corp. plant 
and terminals at or near Joliet, Ill., to 
points in Illinois, Indiana, Iowa, Ken¬ 
tucky, Michigan. Minnesota, Missouri. 
Ohio, and Wisconsin, for 180 days. Sup¬ 
porting shipper: Olin Mathieson Chem¬ 
ical Corp., Agricultural Division, Post 
Office Box 991, Little Rock, Ark. Send 
protests to: A. E. Rathert, District 
Supervisor. Bureau of Operations and 
Compliance, Interstate Commerce Com¬ 
mission, 448 Federal Building and U.S. 
Courthouse, 110 South Fourth Street, 
Minneapolis, Minn., 55401. 

No. MC 109136 (Sub-No. 31 TA), filed 
March 28, 1966. Applicant: ORIOLE 
CHEMICAL CARRIERS, INC., 9722 Pu¬ 
laski Highway, Baltimore, Md., 21220. 
Applicant’s representative: Maxwell A. 
Howell, 1511 K Street NW., Washington 
5, D.C. Authority sought to operate as a 
contract carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Muriatic 
acid, in bulk, in tank vehicles, from the 
plantsite of Standard Chlorine of Dela¬ 
ware. Inc., at Delaware City, Del., to 
points in New Jersey, Maryland, that 
part of Pennsylvania on and east of 
U.S. Highway 220, that part of Virginia 
on and east of a line beginning at the 
Virginia-North Carolina State line and 
extending along U.S. Highway 220 to 
and including Roanoke, Va., and thence 
along U.S. Highway 11 to the Virginia- 
West Virginia State line, that part of 
New York on, east, south and west of 
a line beginning at the New York-Penn- 
sylvania State line and extending along 
New York Highway 34 to Waverly, N.Y., 
thence along New York Highway 17 to 
Binghamton, N.Y., thence along New 
York Highway 7 to and including Troy, 
N.Y., thence along U.S. Highway 4 to 
j miction U.S. Highway 9, thence along 
U.S. Highway 9 to junction U.S. High¬ 
way 6, thence along U.S. Highway 6 to 
the New York-Connecticut State line, 
and the District of Columbia, with no 
transportation for compensation on re¬ 
turn except as otherwise authorized, for 
150 days. Restriction: The operations 
sought herein may be limited to a trans¬ 
portation service to be performed under 
a continuing contract, or contracts, with 
Diamond Alkali Co. of Cleveland, Ohio 
and Standard Chlorine of Delaware, Inc., 
of Delaware City, Del. Supporting ship¬ 
pers: Diamond Alkali Co., Union Com¬ 
merce Building, Cleveland, Ohio, 44115; 
Standard Chlorine of Delaware, Inc., 
1015-25 Belleville Turnpike, Kearny, 
N.J., 07032. Send protests to: William 
L. Hughes, District Supervisor, Bureau of 
Operations and Compliance, Interstate 
Commerce Commission, 312 Appraisers’ 
Stores Building, Baltimore, Md., 21202. 

No. MC 109136 (Sub-No. 32 TA), filed 
March 28, 1966. Applicant: ORIOLE 
CHEMICAL CARRIERS. INC., 9722 Pu¬ 
laski Highway. Baltimore, Md., 21120. 
Applicant's representative: Maxwell A. 
Howell, 1511 K Street NW.. Washington 
5, D.C. Authority sought to operate as a 
contract carrier , by motor vehicle, over 
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Irregular routes, transporting: Plastics 
(synthetic, other than liquid). in hopper- 
type and tank vehicles, from the plantsite 
of Diamond Alkali Co. at or near Dela¬ 
ware City, Del., to points in New Jersey. 
Maryland, New York, Connecticut, Rhode 
Island, Massachusetts. Pennsylvania, 
and Virginia, with no transportation for 
compensation on return except as other¬ 
wise authorized, for 180 days. Restric¬ 
tion: The operations sought herein may 
be limited to a transportation service 
to be performed under a continuing 
contract with Diamond Alkali Co. of 
Cleveland, Ohio. Supporting shipper: 
Diamond Alkali Co., Union Commerce 
Building. Cleveland. Ohio, 44115. Send 
protests to: William L. Hughes, District 
Supervisor, Bureau of Operations and 
Compliance, Interstate Commerce Com¬ 
mission, 312 Appraisers* Stores Build¬ 
ing, Baltimore, Md., 21202. 

MC 111729 (Sub-No. 142 TA), filed 
March 28, 1966. Applicant: ARMORED 
CARRIER CORPORATION, 222-17 
Northern Boulevard, De Bevoise Build¬ 
ing, Bayside, N.Y., 11361. Applicant’s 
representative: J. K. Murphy (same ad¬ 
dress as above). Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: (1) Exposed and processed film and 
prints, complimentary replacement film, 
incidental dealer handling supplies, con¬ 
sisting of labels, envelopes and packag¬ 
ing materials, and advertising literature 
moved therewith (except motion picture 
film used primarily for commercial 
theatre and television exhibition), (a) 
between Alexandria, Va., on the one 
hand, and, of the other, points in Fred¬ 
erick and Wicomico Counties, Md.; (b) 
between Fargo, N. Dak., on the one hand, 
and, on the other, points in Becker, Clay. 
Douglas, Grant, Mahnomen, Marshall, 
Norman, Otter Tail, Pennington, Polk, 
Red Lake. Swift, Traverse, and Wilkin 
Counties. Minn.; (c) between Minne¬ 
apolis. Minn., and Duluth, Minn.; (2) 
exposed, unexposed and processed micro¬ 
film and related materials . (a) between 
Gary, Ind., on the one hand, and, on 
the other, Kankakee and Will Counties, 
HI.; (b) between Davenport, Iowa, on 
the one hand, and, on the other, Clinton, 
Des Moines. Dubuque, Jackson, Lee, and 
Muscatine Counties, Iowa, over routes 
In the State of Illinois for operating con¬ 
venience only; (c) between Davenport, 
Iowa, on the one hand, and, on the other, 
points in Illinois on and west of U.S. 
Highway 51 and north of U.S. Highway 
36; (3) drugs, narcotics, and pharma¬ 
ceuticals, limited to shipments not to ex¬ 
ceed 50 pounds per shipment, between 
Cleveland, Ohio, on the one hand, and, 
on the other, points in the Lower Penin¬ 
sula of Michigan (except Wayne County, 
Mich.); (4) radiopharm'aceuticals, ra¬ 
dioactive drugs, medical isotopes and 
related products, (a) betw T een Chicago, 
Ill., on the one hand, and, on the other, 
points in Indiana, Iowa. Michigan, and 
Wisconsin; (b) between St. Louis 
County, Mo., on the one hand, and, on 
the other, points in Butler, Cape Girar¬ 
deau, Mississippi, New Madrid, Scott, 
and Stoddard Counties, Mo. (over routes 


in Illinois for operating convenience 
only); points in Illinois; points in Gib¬ 
son, Knox, Sullivan, Vanderburgh, and 
Vigo Counties, Ind.; points in Douglas, 
Johnson, Shawnee, and Wyandotte 
Counties, Kans.; and points in Daviess 
and McCracken Counties, Ky; (c) be¬ 
tween Des Moines, Iowa, and points in 
Iowa. 

(5) Truck, tractor and automotive 
materials and parts, limited to shipments 
not to exceed 75 pounds per shipment, 
and sales promotion material and cata¬ 
logs moving therewith, from Cincinnati, 
Ohio, to points in Indiana, Kentucky, 
and West Virginia; (6) brass valves, pipe 
fittings, pipe connections, pipe joints, 
iron valves, boxes plumbers oakum, 
solder paste, dry solder salts, solder flux, 
pads, tablets and blank books and adver¬ 
tising material moving therewith, limited 
to shipments not to exceed 75 pounds 
per shipment, (a) between Columbus, 
Ohio, on the one hand, and, on the other, 
points in Kentucky, Pennsylvania, and 
West Virginia; (b) between Cleveland. 
Ohio, on the one hand, and. on the other, 
points In Pennsylvania; <7) checks and 
commercial papers, between Chicago, Ill., 
and Lafayette, Ind.; (8) business papers, 
records, checks, Recordak film and audit 
and accounting media of all kinds, ex¬ 
cluding plant removals , (a) between Bel- 
pre, Ohio, on the one hand, and, on the 
other, points in Cabell, Harrison, Marion, 
Mason, Pleasants, Tyler, Wayne, and 
Wood Counties, W. Va.; (b) between 
Erie, Pa., on the one hand, and, on the 
other, Ashtabula County, Ohio, and 
Chautauqua County, N.Y.; (c) between 
Dayton, Ohio, on the one hand, and, on 
the other, Lexington and Louisville, Ky.: 
for 180 days. Supporting shippers: Cul¬ 
len Photo Service, Inc., 1334 North Henry 
Street, Alexandria, Va., 22314; Kota- 
Kraft, Post Office Box 6002, Fargo, 
N. Dak., 58100; Dycor Microfilm, Calu¬ 
met Regiscope, 711 East Ridge Road, 
Gary, Ind.; Thermo-Fax Sales, Inc., 3548 
Brady Street, Davenport, Iowa, 52805; 
Revco D. S., Inc., 3030 Quigley Road, 
Cleveland, Ohio, 44113; Nuclear Consul¬ 
tants Corp., Box 6172, Lambert Field, St. 
Louis, Mo., 63145; B & W Sales Co., 49 
Central Avenue, Cincinnati 2, Ohio; 
Harry Shreiner & Co., Inc., 3966 Indian- 
ola Avenue, Columbus, Ohio, 43214; 
Jewel Tea Co., Inc., 1955 West North 
Avenue, Melrose Park, HI., 60160; Ohio 
Valley Data Control, Inc., 2505 Washing¬ 
ton Boulevard, Belpre, Ohio, 45714; the 
Service Bureau Corp., 3520 State Street, 
Post Office Box 3117, Erie. Pa., 16508; 
Sears, Roebuck & Co., Louisville, Ky.; 
the Purcell Co., Inc., 322 West Main 
Street, Lexington 6, Ky. Send protests 
to: E. N. Carignan, District Supervisor, 
Bureau of Operations and Compliance, 
Interstate Commerce Commission. 346 
Broadway, New York, N.Y., 10013. 

No. MC 115331 (Sub-No. 186 TA), filed 
March 28, 1966. Applicant: TRUCK 
TRANSPORT. INCORPORATED, 707 
Market Street, St. Louis, Mo., 63101. Ap¬ 
plicant’s representative: Thomas F. Kil- 
roy, Suite 913, Colorado Building, Wash¬ 
ington, D.C., 20005. Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 


vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Anhydrous ammonia , in tank ve¬ 
hicles, from the site of Olin Mathieson 
Chemical Corp. at Joliet, HI., to points in 
Illinois, Indiana, Iowa, Kentucky, Michi¬ 
gan, Minnesota, Missouri, Ohio, and Wis¬ 
consin, for 180 days. Supporting ship¬ 
per: Olin Mathieson Chemical Corp., Ag¬ 
ricultural Division, Post Office Box 991, 
Little Rock, Ark. Send protests to: J. P. 
Werthmann, District Supervisor, Bureau 
of Operations and Compliance, Interstate 
Commerce Commission, Room 3248 Q, 
1520 Market Street, St. Louis, Mo., 63103. 

No. MC 121142 (Sub-No. 7 TA), filed 
March 28, 1966. Applicant: J & G EX¬ 
PRESS, INC., 489 Julienne Street. Jack- 
son. Miss. Applicant’s representative: 
James N. Clay in, 340 Sterick Building, 
Memphis, Tenn. Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: General commodities, with usual ex¬ 
ceptions, between Houston, Miss., and 
Jackson, Miss., from Houston over Mis¬ 
sissippi Highway 8 to junction U.S. High¬ 
way 51; thence over U.S. Highway 51 to 
Jackson, and return over the same route, 
serving all intermediate points along 
Mississippi Highway 8. for 180 days. 
Supporting shippers: Houston, Miss.— 
Southern Container Corp.; Gulf States 
Ceramic Tile; Chickasaw Handle Co., 
Inc.; United States Ceramic Tile. Cal¬ 
houn City, Miss.—Caviness Woodworking 
Co.; Cooner’s Garage; Calhoun Indus¬ 
tries, Inc. Send protests to: Floyd A. 
Johnson, District Supervisor, Bureau of 
Operations and Compliance, Interstate 
Commerce Commission, 320 U.S. Post Of¬ 
fice Building, Jackson, Miss., 39201. 

No. MC 124078 (Sub-No. 201 TA), 
filed March 28, 1966. Applicant: 

SCHWERMAN TRUCKING CO., 611 
South 28th Street, Milwaukee, Wis., 
53246. Applicant’s representative: 
Richard H. Prevette (same address as 
above). Authority sought to operate as 
a common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: An* 
hydrous ammonia , in bulk, in tank ve¬ 
hicles, from the plant and terminals of 
the Olin Mathieson Chemical Corp. at 
or near Joliet, HI., to points in Illinois. 
Indiana, Iowa, Kentucky, Michigan, 
Minnesota, Missouri. Ohio, and Wis¬ 
consin, for 150 days. Supporting ship¬ 
per: Olin Mathieson Chemical Corp., 
Post Office Box 991, Little Rock. Ark 
(D. E. Taylor, Transportation Super¬ 
visor). Send protests to: W. F. Sibbala, 
Jr., District Supervisor, Bureau of Oper¬ 
ations and Compliance. Interstate Com¬ 
merce Commission, 108 West Wells 
Street, Room 511, Milwaukee, W&, 
53203. , 

No. MC 126835 (Sub-No. 6 TA1, filed 
March 28, 1966. Applicant: EDGAK 
BISCHOFF. doing business as CASKFi 
DISTRIBUTORS, Rural Route 5, BrooK- 
ville, Ind. Applicant’s representative: 
Jack B. Josselson, Atlas Bank Building 
Cincinnati. Ohio, 45202. Authority 
sought to operate as a contract earner > 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Caskets, casket display 
and funeral supplies when moving 
caskets, from Lancaster, Ky., to UalWJj 
Tex., and Oklahoma City, Okla., for 
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days. Supporting shipper: National 
Casket Co., Inc., Post Office Box 42, 
Lancaster, Ky., 40444. Send protests to: 
R. M. Hagarty, District Supervisor, 
Bureau of Operations and Compliance, 
Interstate Commerce Commission, 802 
Century Building, 36 South Pennsylvania 
Street, Indianapolis, Ind., 46204. 

No. MC 128030 (Sub-No. 10 TA), filed 
March 28. 1966. Applicant: THE 

STOUT TRUCKING CO., INC., Box 167 
Rural Route No. 1, Urbana, Ill. Appli¬ 
cant’s representative: W. L. Jordan, 
201-2 Merchants Savings Building, 7 
South Sixth Street, Terre Haute, Ind. 
Authority sought to operate as a com¬ 
mon carrier , by motor vehicle, over irreg¬ 
ular routes, transporting: Malt bever¬ 
ages, in containers, from Milwaukee, 
Wis., to Danville, Ill., and containers, 
empty malt beverage, from Danville, Ill., 
to Milwaukee Wis., for 180 days. Sup¬ 
porting shipper: mini Distributing Co., 
Danville, HI. Send protests to: Charles 
J. Kudelka, District Supervisor, Bureau 
of Operations and Compliance, Room 
1086. Interstate Commerce Commission, 
219 South Dearborn Street. Chicago, Ill., 
60604. 

No. MC 128030 (Sub-No. 11 TA), filed 
March 28, 1966. Applicant: THE 

STOUT TRUCKING CO., INC., Box 167 
Rural Route No. 1, Urbana, Ill. Appli¬ 
cant’s representative: W. L. Jordan. 
201-2 Merchants Saving Building, 7 
South Sixth Street, Terre Haute. Ind. 
Authority sought to operate as a com¬ 
mon carrier, by motor vehicle, over irreg¬ 
ular routes, transporting: Beverages, 
carbonated, flavored or phosphated 
(nonalcoholic) in bottles 1 and/or con¬ 
tainers, from Waukesha, Wis., to Dan¬ 
ville. Ill., for 180 days. Supporting ship¬ 
per: Illini Distributing Co., Danville, Ill. 
Send protests to: Charles J. Kudelka, 
District Supervisor, Bureau of Operations 
and Compliance, Room 1086, Interstate 
Commerce Commission, U.S. Courthouse 
and Federal Office Building, 219 South 
Dearborn Street, Chicago, Ill., 60604. 

No. MC 128049 TA, filed March 28, 
1966. Applicant: E. M. WHITTENTON, 
INC., Post Office Box 42, Dunn, N.C. 
Applicant’s representative: E. M. Whit- 
tenton (same address as above). Au¬ 
thority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Fruit and vege¬ 
table containers, from Murfreesboro and 


Milwaukee, N.C., to points in South 
Carolina, Georgia, and Florida, for 180 
days. Supporting shipper: Georgia- 
Pacific Corp., Post Office Box 909, Au¬ 
gusta, Ga., 30903. Send protests to: 
Archie W. Andrews, District Supervisor, 
Bureau of Operations and Compliance, 
Interstate Commerce Commission, Post 
Office Box 10885, Cameron Village Sta¬ 
tion, Raleigh, N.C., 27605. 

No. MC 128050 TA, filed March 28, 
1966. Applicant: JOHN R. BARLOW, 
Post Office Box 44, Dove Creek, Colo. 
Applicant’s representative: Harry D. 
Pugsley. 600 El Paso Gas Building. Salt 
Lake City, Utah. Authority sought to 
operate as a contract carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Uranium ore, in bulk, from Enos 
Johnson mines, near Sa-Nos-Tee, N. 
Mex., to Uravan. Colo., for 180 days. 
Supporting shipper: Ray Williams Min¬ 
ing, Little Water, N. Mex. Send protests 
to: Herbert C. Ruoff, District Supervisor, 
Bureau of Operations Compliance, In¬ 
terstate Commerce Commission, 2022 
Federal Office Building, Denver, Colo., 
80202. 

By the Commission. 

I seal] H. Neil Garson, 

Secretary. 

[F.R. Doc. 66-3627; Piled, Apr. 4, 1966; 

8:48 a.m.| 


13d Rev. S.O. 562; Pfahler’s ICC Order 
No. 203 J 

CERTAIN U.S. RAILROADS 
Rerouting Traffic 

In the opinion of R. D. Pfahler, agent, 
certain railroads in the United States, 
because of work stoppages, are unable to 
transport traffic routed over their lines. 

It is ordered , That: 

(a) Rerouting traffic: Any railroad in 
the United States affected by the work 
stoppage, and their connections, being 
unable to transport traffic in accordance 
with shippers’ routing is hereby author¬ 
ized to reroute or divert such traffic over 
any available route to expedite the move¬ 
ment. The billing covering all such cars 
rerouted shall carry a reference to this 
order as authority for the rerouting. 

(b) Concurrence of receiving roads to 
be obtained: The railroad desiring to 


divert or reroute traffic under this order 
shall receive the concurrence of other 
railroads to which such traffic is to be 
diverted or rerouted, before the rerouting 
or diversion is ordered. 

(c) Notification to shippers: Each 
carrier rerouting cars in accordance with 
this order shall notify each shipper at the 
time each car is rerouted or diverted and 
shall furnish to such shipper the new 
routing provided under this order. 

(d) Inasmuch as the diversion or re¬ 
routing of traffic by said Agent is deemed 
to be due to carrier’s disability, the rates 
applicable to traffic diverted or rerouted 
by said Agent shall be the rates which 
were applicable at the time of shipment 
on the shipments as originally routed. 

(e) In executing the directions of the 
Commission and of such Agent provided 
for in this order, the common carriers 
involved shall proceed even though no 
contracts, agreements, or arrangements 
now exist between them with reference 
to the divisions of the rates of transpor¬ 
tation applicable to said traffic; divi¬ 
sions shall be. during the time this order 
remains in force, those voluntarily agreed 
upon by and between said carriers; or 
upon failure of the carriers to so agree, 
said divisions shall be those hereafter 
fixed by the Commission in accordance 
with pertinent authority conferred upon 
it by the Interstate Commerce Act. 

(f) Effective date: This order shall 
become effective at 12:01 p.m., April 1, 
1966. 

(g) Expiration date: This order shall 
expire at 11:59 p.m., April 8, 1966, unless 
otherwise modified, changed, or sus¬ 
pended by order of this Commission. 

It is further ordered , That this order 
shall be served upon the Association of 
American Railroads, Car Service Divi¬ 
sion, as Agent of all railroads subscrib¬ 
ing to the car service and per diem 
agreement under the terms of that 
agreement and by filing it with the Di¬ 
rector, Office of the Federal Register. 

Issued at Washington, D.C., April 1, 
1966. 

Interstate Commerce 
Commission, 

[seal] R. D. Pfahler, 

Agent. 

[P.R. Doc. 66-3709. Piled, Apr. 4, 1966; 

8:48 a.m.] 
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